


Jorwich 
EDUCA 
s. Specia 


rench anc 


> LJ 


and a 
HOLAR 
0: ope 
AY, 189 


ood. 


HOOL 


faster. 


$ can 
articula: 


Chest 


ice. 
. Rue, el 
the Cou 
Two W: 


opened 
id cases a 
RNESTL' 
or they 1 
treet. 


cretary, 
a ene 


movement 
“ditorshi; 
h, and Ww 
debates 
the twe 
- the Offi 
ken = | 
s, E.C 








THE SPEAKER 





SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 1893. 





PAGE | ——+.* PAGE PAGE 
bag Aa Par | FEBRUARY 13TH, 1893 ... 180 | ALITERARY CAUSERIE, Some Beliefs about 
sannsalnanniseiai aan ee yo | Custom AND MYTH IN PARLIAMENT —.., 181 Style. By A.T.Q.C. ose ee one 18 

Literature, Science, etc. ... aaa ws 173 THE MopERN Press. VII.—Punch ... 182 | REVIEWS :— . 

Obituary... vee eee eee: 174 | THE ALIEN IMMIGRANT .. 184 An Anglo-Indian Statesman on Anglo- 
Tue BILL AND Its Cues s & .. 174 | FAsHIoN’s LITTLE BILL * — Indian History _ ... ose «+ 190 
A LIBERAL FOREIGN POLICY of 175 | Goop BIsHop VALENTINE... 186 An Anthropologist on a Classic om see IQI 
THE SOURCES OF THE IRISH CONSTITUTION 176 | Miss ROBINS AND ‘“THE MASTER BIL DER” ” 187 A Showman’s Life ... ove ove eee 192 
THE UNIFICATION OF LONDON... .. 177 | DISTURBANCES IN ASIA MINOR .,.. ono: Sa Fiction . owe ene eee 192 
FINANCE, sil an «ie pel LETTERS TO THE EDITOR : The Hours of Labour er 
THE ANNU AL SPRING " War-SCARE. By ‘*The Foe Within the Gates”... . 188 First Impressions... tee oe see 194 

Archibald Forbes _ ... oss oe ee 179 | VERSE: A FIDDLER’S VALENTINE. By Q. » 38» | Books RECEIVED _ ... ese eee we» 195 








THE WEEK. 


Mr. GLADSTONE’S speech in intro- 
PUBLIC AFFAIRS: ducing the Home Rule Bill last 
AT HOME. Monday was a marvellous tour-de- 
JSorce for a man who is more than an 
octogenarian. It may be doubted whether any other 
Englishman could have explained so vast and novel a 
scheme with such fulness and plainness. But then Mr. 
Gladstone has always possessed an almost unique 
power of marshalling facts or figures in such a 
manner as to make them intelligible to his audience. 
He even seems to invest the driest details with life, 
and to give acolumn of statistics a certain air of 
picturesque reality,so that those who recall the speech, 
looking back, can see the important points standing 
out above the unimportant. This is Mr. Gladstone's 
secret. He displayed it most wonderfully in his Budget 
speeches long ago ; though perhaps the finest display 
he ever made of his unrivalled powers of pictur- 
esque exposition was in the great speech in which he 
introduced his first Irish Land Bill in 1870. There 
was an old man in the House that night who had sat 
in it for thirty years, and who hated Mr. Gladstone 
with a perfect hatred, but that speech conquered 
even him. “By G—,” he exclaimed, bursting out of 
the House when the great orator sat down, “I never 
thought the fellow had this in him! It’s the most 
wonderful speech that was ever made.” 





As the Bill will be delivered to members and the 
public this morning, it is not necessary here to clear 
up one or two ambiguities in certain statements 
made by the Prime Minister, but we may, without 
impropriety, recall to our readers the brief recapitu- 
lation which appeared in last week’s SPEAKER of the 
leading points in the measure of Home Rule that we 
have advocated. We named then six points, and it 
is grati‘ying to know that five of these points 
are incorporated in the Bill. As to the sixth, 
the reduction next year, in the event of the Bill 
passing, of the Irish representation to eighty mem- 
bers, it is not a matter of vital importance, and it is 
quite possible, moreover, that it will be reconsidered 
in Committee. The first object of the Bill has been 
to safeguard the great Imperial interests, and to 
provide adequate protection for the minority. This 
has been done by a series of exceptionally strong 
provisions. The second object has been the granting 
of the fullest satisfaction possible to the aspirations 
of the Irish people. 





THE manner in which the Bill has been received 
by the Opposition makes it quite clear that they are 





fully determined to resist Home Rule, no matter of 
what nature the Home Rule Bill may be. Without 
waiting to see the Bill, they have denounced it with 
passionate and undiscriminating vehemence. Mr. 
Balfour, indeed, was indiscreet enough to describe 
it as “an abortion,” an epithet which, remembering 
his own ridiculous Local Government Bill of last 
vear, he would have done well to have avoided. 
But, clearly, the Tory Unionist coalition believes 
neither in Home Rule nor in Local Government. 
The one Irish policy to which it is finally committed 
is the policy of coercion pure and simple. 





But if Mr. Gladstone has failed by his measure to 
conciliate the Unionists, he has been more successful 
in his second object. Both sections of the Irish party 
have accepted the Bill, subject to certain modifi- 
cations on points which are not vital. It has been 
accepted also by the entire body of Liberals, and 
thus the last hopes of the Opposition have been 
destroyed. The Bill will certainly pass the House of 


-Commons during the present Session, and it will rest 


with the Peers alone to say whether the measure shall 
become law this year, or shall, by their fruitless and 
unreasoning obstruction, be delayed for another 
year. Everybody knows that when once it has 
received the assent of the House of Commons its 
triumph is assured. 





Tuis fact, that the passing of the Home Rule 
Bill through the House of Commons during the 
present Session means its eventual triumph, is one 
that cannot be too clearly impressed both upon the 
supporters of the Government and the Opposition. 
The latter, of course, scoff at the idea, and talk of 
another dissolution on the Home Rule question as 
inevitable. There is no inevitableness about it; and 
the next dissolution, if it were to be forced upon 
us in connection with the present Bill, would 
turn upon a much more exciting question than that 
of Home Rule—a question upon which the great 
mass of the electors would be enthusiastically 
favourable to the policy of the Liberal Government. 
But, as a matter of fact, there is no case on record 
in modern times in which the House of Commons, 
having carried a great measure like that of Home 
Rule, has ever allowed itself to be driven back either 
by the House of Lords or outside clamour. The 
supporters of Home Rule in that House may rest 
assured that victory hes Session means victory 
altogether. 





Mr. JoHN REpMOND’s speech was a bitter dis- 
appointment to the Tories, who had been harbouring 
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a fond hope that the Parnellite members meant to 
play the part of wreckers to the Home Rule Bill. 
For our part, though we have differed from them, of 
course, and found plenty of fault with some of 
their proceedings, we must say we have never taken 
this stupid and insulting view of the Parnellite 


members. We have recognised their sincerity, and we 
have always felt confident that, when it came to the 
scratch, their patriotism would effectively assert 
itself. Mr. Redmond’s clear, able, and moderate 
statement on behalf of his colleagues differs so little, 


even in its critical attitude, from the equally clear 
and able statement of Mr. Sexton on behalf of the 
Irish Parliamentary party, that the entire Nation- 
alist representation of Ireland may now be described 
as united in support of the principle of the Bill. 
This is, perhaps, the fact of best augury for Home 
Rule amongst all the events of a remarkably 
auspicious week, and it is a fact highly creditable 
to the statesmanship of the Irish members as a 
whole. 


Mvucn sympathy was felt with Lord Randolph 
Churchill, owing to the manifest physical weakness 
from which he was suffering during the delivery of 
his remarkable speech on Thursday evening. The 
large House which remained to greet the ap- 
pearance of the old familiar figure in debate again 
was shocked to see the change which a few years 
have wrought in Lord Randolph's health. His 
opponents—though they will suffer for it, for his 
speech shows him to be by far the ablest leader in 
opposition which the Unionist party has—will wish 
as heartily as his friends that he may very soon 
regain his old vigour. Perhaps the return to the 
fighting atmosphere of the House may prove the 
tonic he needs. 


CERTAINLY his speech, though it contains only old 
exploded arguments and old discredited appeals to 
religious and party passions, is the only speech from 
the Tory side which shows a trace of leadership in 
the manner of its conception. It does not say much 
for the strength of the Unionist position that this is 
the best face that can be put uponit. But such is the 
fact. Compared with Mr. Balfour's puerile little exer- 
cise indialectics, Lord Randolph’sisa masterly achieve- 
ment. It is a speech drawn, on fighting lines, behind 
which one could imagine a party making a stand. 
Lord Randolph goes straight for the one source of 
strength the Univnists have to rely on—old stupid 
prejudices and blind, unreasoning passions. If his 
attractive and stimulating personality is available 
for his party, the Opposition may yet have a leader 
who will show some fight. It is beginning to be 
evident that the leadership of the Balfours and the 
Chamberlains is going to be a quantité négligeable. 


THE election of Chairman of Committees is to 
take place on Monday, when the House will be moved 
into Committee of Supply for the purpose. The 
Government will then proceed with the introduction 
of some of the leading measures promised in the 
Queen's Speech, beginning with the Registration 
Bill, the Employers’ Liability Bill, and the Railway 
Se: vants (Hours of Labour Bill). 


Boru on the Continent and across the Atlantic the 
outline of the Home Rule Bill has been greeted with 
very general approval. In America and Canada— 
countries which have some experience of Federation 
in its practical working—this approval is particu- 
larly emphatic. The foreign Press is not altogether 
hopeful as to the prospects of the Bill—and we cannot 
wonder, seeing how very greatly foreign observers 
of English politics are still dependent on the Times 
—but its main features and its intention have found 
approbation alike in Paris and Madrid, in Rome and 
Berlin. There are, of course, some conspicuous ex- 





ceptions. The Journal de Genéve, for instance, which 
is sure to be quoted by Unionists presently, is a very 
worthy paper, which now, we believe, calls itself 
Democratic, but has a holy horror of what the rest 
of the world knows as Democracy and Geneva as 
Radicalism. And it sees all things English through 
an Orange medium. The Neue Freie Presse, again, 
in condemning the Bill, speaks—first, as the organ 
of the “German Liberals” in Austria, who claim 
to represent the “ Austrian Empire” — that is, 
Unionism and Anti-Federalism “ in its purest form ;” 
and secondly, as cherishing several old grudges 
against Mr. Gladstone, partly for his attitude on 
Eastern questions, partly for his comments in the 
past on the position of Austria. 


No friend of the House of Commons can wish to 
see it involved in one of those quarrels with par- 
ticular newspapers which are alike beneath its 
dignity and opposed to the whole spirit of the age. 
At the same time it must be confessed that the 
attack made upon the Irish Members by Lord 
Wolmer, and subsequently adopted and amplified 
with characteristic malignity by the Times, was as 
gross a breach of privilege as could well be imagined. 
Without a shadow of proof, and, as it happens, in 
absolute contradiction to the truth, a shameful corrup- 
tion was imputed to a large body of Members of Par- 
liament. Lord Wolmer invented the disgraceful libel : 
the Times made haste to aggravate it. Both are now 
shown in their true colours, and the Irish Members 
have found a fresh opportunity for exposing to the 
world the utter worthlessness of the statements of 
the “leading journal” on the Home Rule question. 
It must be remembered that this is neither the first 
nor the second time when it has been similarly 
exposed, and it has only been through the covert 
protection it received from the late Government that 
it has hitherto been enabled to pursue its campaign 
of slander and misrepresentation with impunity. 


ON this oceasion its own friends have been con- 
strained to throw it over; and some of them, notably 
Mr. Courtney, have spoken of its action in language 


. Which can hardly fail to touch its conductors to the 


quick. But perhaps the best proof of the con- 
temptible position into which the Times has fallen 
so far as this Irish question is concerned is the amusing 
evidence which was afforded on Thursday night of 
the fact that nobody now takes the trouble to read 
its leading articles on the subject of Ireland. Mr. 
Gladstone, Mr. Balfour, Mr. Chamberlain, Mr. Court- 
ney, all took occasion to inform the House of Com- 
mons that they had not seen the libellous article of 
which the Irish Members complained, and they thus 
showed how little value they attach to the opinions 
of that newspaper. This fact ought to afford some 
consolation to the Irish Members under a most 
gratuitous and unprovoked outrage. 


Lorp Acton is known far and wide as a man of 
learning. If he continues to hold Mr. Morley’s brief 
in the House of Lords, he is likely to become equally 
famous as a Parliamentary wit. Nothing more 
delicious than the delicate humour of the reply with 
which he has set everybody laughing at Lord Lon- 
donderry’s expense this week has been heard in that 
lugubrious assembly since Lord Beaconsfield quitted 
its crimson benches. Lord Londonderry is the 
standing incarnation of solemn Tory ignorance with 
regard to Ireland. True, he ruled that benighted 
country as Viceroy—Mr. Balfour's Viceroy—for some 
years; but that circumstance only serves to bring 
his peculiarity into more picturesque relief. He is 
the constant victim of those bogus outrages of which 
the Dublin Daily Express and the Dublin correspond- 
ent of the Times seem able to furnish an unfailing 
supply. On Wednesday he came down to the House 
labouring under the influence of the latest of these 
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atrocities—a blood-curdling moonlighting quest, of 
persons disguised in sackcloth visiting farmers’ 
houses, surrounding parish priests cn outside cars 
and demanding money and arms. He challenged the 
Government on the subject. 


Lorp Acton luckily was able to quiet his fears 
and satisfy what he called the noble marquis’s 
“vigilant curiosity.” The moonlighters were child- 
ren keeping a local religious anniversary, known as St. 
Bridget’s Eve, by going about, according to ancient 
custom, singing and dancing, and collecting coppers 
from the neighbours. Their weapon of offence—for 
they had a weapon of offence—was a broomstick 
dressed up and decorated as a doll, and “ technically 
known,” said Lord Acton, “asa Biddy.” It is well 
for these Biddyites that Lord Londonderry is not 
now ruling the destinies of their country, or they 
would be in grave danger of meeting the fate of 
those three little boys indicted for “ whistling with 
derision, with intent to intimidate,” or that gentleman 
in Armagh Fair convicted of “ putting out his tongue 
in a threatening manner,” or the pig jobber who 
gave the policeman “a humbugging sort of a smile,” 
or the old lady who was guilty of “a grimace, a 
cross between a laugh and a cough,” or the many, 
many other political malefactors who suffered the 
penalty of the law when the noble marquis and Mr, 
Balfour directed the operation of its terrors from 
Dublin Castle. Still we join with Lord Acton in 
hoping that Lord Londonderry, “with his great 
opportunities and advantages in the study of Irish 
affairs,” will not discontinue the practice of chal- 
lenging the Government upon these matters. 


THERE was an extraordinary paragraph in the 
Times of Thursday, which must, we feel assured, have 
crept into it without the knowledge of the editor. 
The paragraph appeared under the heading of 
“ Political Notes,” and was as follows: “It has 
leaked out that the payment of members was the 
principal topic of conversation at Mr. Gladstone's 
dinner-table on Tuesday night.” Now, we have 
no knowledge as to whether this statement is 
or is not correct; but whether true or false, 
it is certainly not one that ought to have ap- 
peared in the pages of the Times. If the gentle- 
man who acts for that journal in the Lobby of the 
House cf Commons has sunk to the point of snatching 
at chance scraps of information about the conversa- 
tion at private dinner-parties, he has reached a point 
at which one may fain hope he will pause and turn 
back. Public life is already being made hateful to 
thousands by the manner in which even private 
affairs are dragged to the light of day in connection 
with political questions. Still, up to the present 
hour, our politicians have believed that dinner-table 
talk was sacred, even from the paragraphist. If we 
are to alter even this wholesome rule, a new horror 
will be added to public life. 


We are glad to see that the question of the 
magistracy, to which we have so frequently called 
attention, is now receiving the urgent attention of 
the Government. The Home Secretary has given 
notice of his intention to bring in a Bill relating 
to the property qualification of county justices, and 
Mr. Bryce’s auswer to a deputation which waited 
upon him this week showed that Ministers do not 
intend to allow the ends of justice to be defeated 
by the action of any particular lord-lieutenant. 
Taese augus! p 1s »nages may be very powerful in their 
own opiaion; vuc it was never meant that they should 
subordinate the interests of justice and the duties 
entrusted to them to their own personal prejudices. 
Scill less was it contemplated that they should set the 
Government of the day at defiance. It may be taken 
for granted that before long they will be compelled 
to realise the fact that, if they wish to retain their 
functions, they will have to act with some show of 





impartiality towards both political parties. In any 
case, it is pleasant to think that we are so soon to 
witness a great reform in the administration of 
justice in the rural districts. 


THe result of the Hexham election will be 
made known to-day. The prospects of the Liberal 
candidate were regarded by his supporters as very 
hopeful, despite the prejudice which exists in most 
constituencies, where a vacancy has occurred upon 
an election petition, in favour of the unseated 
member. The victory at Pontefract was a very 
gratifying one, and may be taken as a set-off to the 
loss of a seat at Huddersfield. The Liberal majority 
in the House of Commons is now restored to 
the figure of forty, at which it stood originally, 
before the death of Mr. Winterbotham. There is 
reason to believe that it will be raised still higher 
when the pending elections have been decided. The 
success already attained by the Ministerialists, and 
the manner in which the Home Rule Bill has been 
received, have effectually damped the spirits of the 
Opposition, and convinced them that the Govern- 
ment is going to last. 


VERY little has come of M. Leydet’s 
friendly interpellation of the Govern- 
ment in the French Chamber on Thurs- 
day. It enabled M. Ribot to make an effective 
appeal to Republican solidarity and to obtain a 
vote of confidence with a majority of 129. This, 
however, will not carry either the Government or 
the Chamber very far unless some genuine effort 
is presently made to balance the sentence on M. 
de Lesseps and his fellow directors with an equally 
rigorous treatment of the Panamist politicians —those 
gentlemen of Government and Chamber who, in M. 
Charles de Lesseps’ phrase, lay in wait for the 
enterprise to levy black-mail on it “ like brigands one 
meets in a wood.” What the French public are think- 
ing of most at this moment is not the Republic’s 
record in regard to Carmaux or its dealings with M. 
Clémenceau and the Extreme Left, but the fact that 
M. Rouvier is still at large and practically under the 
wing of the Ministry. Much more will be heard of 
this phase of the question when M. Milleroye’s inter- 
pellation comes on. If the Government of M. Ribot 
does not want to play hopelessly into the hands of 
the Boulangists it will help in promoting the prosecu- 
tion of M. Rouvier as quickly as possible. 


ABROAD. 





Lorp Durrerin’s amiable but dignified rebuke to 
the French press may seem over here, where very 
little is thought of such matters, a superfluous pro- 
ceeding. But Lord Dufferin is doubtless right. 
He is on the spot, and he knows, in the present 
inflammable state of French public opinion, when 
the disease of suspicion has reached the pro- 
portions of a virulent epidemic, how dangerous 
to international good feeling the utterances of 
reckless journalists may any moment become. It 
seems to us that the French Government, which was 
so solicitous in the case of Baron Morenheim 
recently, would show both wisdom and good taste 
if it marked in some way its sense of the slanders to 
which our ambassador has been subjected. 


Tue political situation in Germany becomes more 
complicated every day. The Committee of the 
Reichstag on the Army Bills is sitting daily to 
discuss the financial aspect of the scheme. But its 
deci-ions hitherto have been purely negative. The 
Liberals estimate the increased cost entailed by the 
scheme at fifteen millions sterling annually. But as 
they can hardly base their opposition on financial 
grounds alone, they have insisted on the reduction of 
the term of service to two years by express enact- 
ment as a preliminary to the scheme. Now, this 
offends the extreme Conservatives, who are already 
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very sore at the prospect of a commercial treaty 
with Russia which will expose the German agricul- 
turistto Russian competition. Their organ, the Kreuz 
Zeitung, has just gone out of its way to attack the 
Russian ambassador, and has received a severe 
official rebuke in the Reichstag. 


Tue Centre, too, insist on further reductions of 
the Government demands. But their attitude is very 
obscure, whether from policy or internal dissensions. 
There are fresh rumours that, whatever the Bavarian 
Catholics may do, the rest of the party are ready to 
support some sort of compromise on two conditions— 
first, the readmission of the Jesuits as an order; second, 
a school law for Prussia like that which was proposed 
last year, providing compulsory religious instruction 
for all children without reference to the belief or 
unbelief of their parents. As to this latter, the 
Prussian Minister of Education has just declared in 
the Landtag that religion ought to be just as much 
a compulsory subject as anything else. As to the 
former, there are rumours that the Jesuits are look- 
ing out for suitable properties in the Rhine provinces 
in case of their return. One wonders if they will 
re-establish themselves fat the Abbey of St. Maria 
Laach, so long the centre of an active propaganda. 





For some years past Russia has been actively at 
work destroying all non-Russian elements on or 
near her western frontier. Finland is rapidly 
losing its separate existence; Germans and Austrians 
to the number of 25,000 were expelled from 
Volhynia and the neighbouring provinces in the 
summer of 1891, and last year foreign immigrants, 
whether naturalised or not, were furbidden to 
settle or acquire landed property (save by in- 
heritance) anywhere outside the towns of that pro- 
vince. But the German population of the Baltic 
province have been treated the worst. Their Lutheran 
worship has been interfered with ; their pastors perse- 
cuted; the German University of Dorpat, which has 
produced some notable scholars, has been Russian- 
ised, and now an Imperial ukase announces that 
that town and Dunaburg are henceforward to be 


known officially by their Slav names of Yourief and * 


Dvinst. It is stated that patriotic almanacks and 
pictures of the German Emperor have been spread 
broadcast through these provinces by unwise 
German sympathisers; but the Russian action can 
only serve to intensify that antipathy between 
the German and Russian peoples, to which Count 
Caprivi recently made such effective reference in 
the debate on the Military Bill. 





Tue Italian Budget statement is the old story. 
Last year there was an estimated deficit of ten 
million francs, which gradually swelled, in fact, to 
forty-eight millions. This year there is to be a 
surplus of ten millions, next year a surplus of four- 
teen hundred thousand. The chief means of 
securing this alteration is a reform in the pen- 
sion system, which is said by its opponents 
to burden future generations for the benefit of 
the present, and will certainly meet with violent 
opposition if it is at all effective. There is also to 
be a Government monopoly of petroleum, producing 
thirteen million francs annually; and there are sug- 
gestions of a similar monopoly of alcohol. The 
Customs receipts are increasing, and more than ten 
millions of expenditure are to be saved by the various 
economies proposed, Rut this sort of prediction has 
so often been made and falsified of late years in Italy 
that it must be received with considerable reserve— 
especially as, according to common report, Signor 
Grimaldi's continuance in office is only a question of 
days. 


Ir housekeepers are in earnest in wishing to benefit the unemployed in East 
London, they should Lay Bryant & May's Matches, and refuse the foreign matches 
whch are depriving the workers in East London of a large amount in weekly wages. 





THERE is less to report about the banking 
scandals than last week. The persons in custody 
are said to be confident that they know too much to 
be brought to trial. The collapse of the Banca di 
Napoli is now ascribed to the fact that its director- 
in-chief had lent the Banca Romana seventeen hun- 
dred thousand franes in cash, to be exhibited as cash 
reserve to a Government inspector. Unfortunately, 
however, both banks were inspected simultaneously, 
and the lender, in despair, fled with the remaining 
cash reserve of his own bank, 370,000 francs. The 
municipality of Catania has been defrauded of a large 
sum, and the officials of a local bank which is in diffi- 
culties are said to be implicated. But the chief 
news this week is that Signor Crispi, who was at 
first supposed to control the secret springs of the 
Ministry, is now meditating a hostile coalition with 
Signori Nicotera and Zanardelli, the latter of whom 
controls about ninety votes in the Chamber. Signor 
Crispi’s organ, the Riforma, has announced itself 
as “the organ of the old Parliamentary Left,” and 
demanded a general and comprehensive reform of 
finance, national defence, and foreign policy. Here 
is a fresh complication in the political situation. 
And there are again signs that the Ultramontanes 
may at last be permitted by the Vatican to take 
part in the politics of the Italian Kingdom. 


Last week the Paris Matin published a startling 
article from our former correspondent, Signor 
Bonghi, condemning the Triple Alliance, and de- 
claring that the German Emperor—whose faults the 
article enumerated in detail—did not excite that 
admiration in Italy which his father had secured. 
The Court promptly erased Signor Bonghi's name, 
so it is said, from its list of invitations, and his 
article, together with one in the Nuova Antologia, 
is under the consideration of the Cabinet. 


Tue solution of the pending crisis in Hungary 
seems to have receded into the remoter future. It 
is believed that the Premier has returned from 
Vienna with some sort of compromise, though not 
with a proposal to introduce universal civil marriage, 
to which the Emperor strongly objects. It is said 
that the Ministry will confine itself at present to 
proposing the recognition of the Jewish faith, post- 
poning the solution of the mixed marriage problem 
until next year, in order to make headway with the 
Budget. The Dissentient Liberals who recently 
seceded from the Ministerial party on this question 
are doing their best to keep up agitation—it would 
seem with indifferent success. The question, how- 
ever, is rather complicated by the fact that Herr 
Wekerlé is too bourgeois for the feudal aristocracy, 
and by the violent opposition of the National party 
and of “ the men of ’48.” 





So after all Prince Ferdinand of Bulgaria is en- 
gaged to a Bourbon Princess—Maria Louisa Pia, the 
daughter of the Duke of Parma, grand-daughter of 
the last King of Naples, and sister of the future 
Empress of Austria. Politically the matter is as 
important as such a thing can be, because the 
Princess is a young lady of decided character, and 
saturated, according to report, with the feelings of 
the Austrian aristocracy, among whom she has been 
brought up. The event is thus a fresh link in the 
chain of circumstances which draws Bulgaria away 
from Russia. 


Our Copenhagen correspondent writes-: — Al- 
though the political doings in the Danish Parliam :nt 
cannot be said to justify the opinion, several ale 
and clear-sighted politicians are fairly sure that the 
two Chambers will succeed in agreeing about a 
Budget for the first time in nine years. Toe Right 
and the Moderate Left can, of course, carry a Budget 
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through, should the latter be willing to extend their 
co-operation with the Government thus far, and 
perhaps the Moderates now consider their constitu- 
ents to be sufficiently toned down for the purpose. 


THE same correspondent writes: In Norway the 
Moderates passed the following resolution at a meet- 
ing last Saturday, February 11th: “ Feeling convinced 
that every Norwegian Government, in the negotia- 
tions relative to the Union, will know how to protect 
therights of Norwayas a State possessing full equality, 
this meeting—which considers the maintenance of 
the Union as an invaluable boon for both countries, 
and which finds the equality sustained also with a 
joint Minister for Foreign Affairs (Norwegian or 
Swedish)—holds that the time to commence such 
negotiations is now at hand. At an impending 
settlement with Sweden all matters which do not 
require a joint decision should as far as possible be 
separated and placed under the special authorities 
of the respective countries. The abolition of the 
system of joint consulates should be carried through 
as far as the interests of Norway may demand.” 
This programme is vague enough to attract sup- 
port from very various quarters, barring, of 
course, the extreme Left. The Government is in 
rather an awkward position, and Herr Steen and his 
colleagues have, it is hinted, not yet been able to 
make up their minds as to what course to pursue. 
There is no prospect of their demands being granted. 
The question is, When and how far must they be 
pushed, and when will it be most convenient and 
expedient to make room for a (temporary) Con- 
servative Government ? 


ONE man one vote is the rule in Switzerland, as 
in all properly ordered democratic countries. But 
the little canton of Ticino, which has raised so many 
curious questions in political theory in the last three 
years, has now raised the question whether the voter 
can choose where he will vote. To-morrow (Sun- 
day) there is a general election, and the Ticinese 
settled abroad—most of them Radicals—are to pour 
across the St. Gothard in special trains, coming 
from Basel, from Geneva, from Ziirich, even from 
Paris and London. Those who are domiciled in 
other Swiss cantons have, according to Swiss law 
and practice, acquired the right to vote there, and 
have accordingly been struck off the registers in 
their native canton by its Conservative Government. 
But the Radicals contend they can only be struck off 
if they can be shown to have actually voted in their 
new domiciles, and threaten, not obscurely, that there 
will be another revolution if their votes are dis- 
allowed. Now it is these “ emigrants ”—let us say 
the outvoters—who turn the scale in favour of the 
Radicals in Ticino. 


“ THE well-known and often entertain- 

LITERATURE, jing author,” to quote his own descrip- 
BCIENCE,etc. tion of another man, who contributes 
literary articles to the Daily News, has 

been pleased to deliver himself of a splenetic criticism 
of Q's recently-published volume of verse. Mr. 
Andrew Lang—for we need hardly say that it is 
Mr. Lang who contributes these amusing and some- 
times instructive articles to our contemporary— 
appears to be angry with Q because he has that 
quality, too rare in poets, modesty. But surely Mr. 
Lang, who is by way of being a poet himself, might 
have been thankful to meet with at least one 
rival bard who is not inflated with a consciousness 
of his self-importance and eager to thrust his merits 
upon the world. Seriously, something seems to have 
gone wrong with Mr. Lang on this occasion. As a 
rule, he is tolerant even of bores, and why he should 
snap ata writer of Q’s distinction it is difficult to 
understand. “Green Bays” is not a work that we 
can fitly review in these pages, wherein Q is not 
only a constant but a welcome and an honoured 
guest. We are glad to know, however, that, despite 





Mr. Lang, the public is not only showing a keen 
appreciation of Q's verse, but is buying it. 


THE last fortnight has seen the publication of 
three important classical works which we hope to 
notice fully at an early date. Mr. Sandys, the Public 
Orator of Cambridge, has brought out a very full 
edition, with numerous emendations, of the recently 
discovered treatise of Aristotle on the Constitution 
of Athens (Cambridge University Press). It seems 
to deserve very high praise; but time and long 
use can alone test and prune a commentary, and 
it is only just two years since the discovery 
of the text. Mr. Pater’s “ Plato” (Macmillan) 
is a brilliant work, which, unfortunately, cannot 
but suggest the question what the philosopher 
would have thought of his critic’s other books. 
Finally, Mr. Warde Fowler's “City State of the 
Greeks and Romans” (Macmillan) is an unpretend- 
ing but valuable little volume, though its title may 
possibly excite hopes of greater things than it proves 
to contain. It does not profess to contain anything 
new, and draws (so far as we can discover) almost 
entirely on the old literary sources, not on inscrip- 
tions. But it contains a view of the development 
of city life through religion which we do not 
remember to have seen put so explicitly before, and 
it forms an excellent introduction to the study of 
Comparative Politics. 


Tue fact that Bismarck, in his pensive moments, 
has beenaforgerof sententiousaphorisms was brought 
to mind by the appearance last week in Paris of a 
translation of his “ Note-Book of Youth.” This work 
dates from the great man’s nineteenth year, and it is 
full of solemn remarks. For example: “ Love is 
blind ; friendship shuts the eyes” (which is not bad, 
by the way). Again: “ You often hear the rich man 
saying to the poor man,‘ lhavenomoney. A great 
mind in certain fashionable gatherings says as much 
by its silence.” “In the tete-d-tete,’ says Bismarck, 
“a woman speaks aloud to the man who is 
indifferent to her, low to the man she is near 
loving, and keeps silence with the man she loves.” 
We seem to have heard something like this before; 
but when the Prince compares wise men to stem- 
winding watches, which have attached to themselves 


the machinery for regulating them, and other men 


to old-fashioned watches, which need a separate key, 
he is entirely original. Let us conclude with the 
following, which is worthy of the author of “Three 
Men in a Boat:” “Reading a medical book one 
fancies one has all the maladies it describes; 
similarly when reading the work of a moralist one 
discovers all the faults he points out—in others.” 


THERE is good news this week for all who travel 
in the more northern parts of Europe. The new 
route from Harwich to the Hoek van Holland, just 
inside the Maas, is to be in full working order in 
June next. Fast steamers can probably make the 
passage in five to six hours. The route will be 
much the shortest from England to all parts of 
Holland, and, if it shall so please the Prus- 
sian State railway authorities, to North Germany 
as well. To the Scandinavian countries the change 
will effect an even more considerable saving of 
time. It is a pity, of course, that travellers to 
Rotterdam should be deprived of the picturesque 
voyage up the Maas. But such pleasures inevitably 
disappear as travel becomes more rapid. The Atlantic 
ferry, before many years have passed, will be a ferry 
indeed. It will probably run from Milford Haven to 
some point on Long Island Sound, and so will be 
shorn both of the beauties of New York Bay and of 
the grandeur of the southern coast of Ireland. 





Tue human eye is well known to be a wonderful 
piece of optical constructio., capable as it is _of 
correcting errors of achromatism, etc., and adjusting 
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itself automatically for all distances. Besides the 
refracted image, which falls on the retina and which 
serves us with the purposes of vision, there are three 
reflected images, the presence of which has been 
known so early as the beginning of this century, 
being described by Purkinje. The formation of 
these images can easily be understood when one 
remembers that each ray of light, in its journey to 
the retina, has to pass through four funda- 
mental elements, so to speak, of the eye—viz., 
the cornea, the aqueous humour, the crystal- 
line lens, and the vitreous humour. At each of 
these surfaces the rays may be reflected, thus 
giving rise to four additional images. Three 
of these can be easily seen, but the fourth requires 
eareful observation. Since these images, falling as 
they do off the retina, are useless for visual pur- 
poses, they are again liable to be reflected back into 
the eye. That this is so has recently been shown by 
M. Tcherning, who finds that they appear on the 
retina as a faint patch of light, or, as he ealls it, 
“lumiére nuisible.” Thus, then, on the whole, we 
have a total number of seven images; and this fact 
may probably prove of importance not only to 
opticians, but to medical men. 


Sirk CHARLES Lewis had been Conserva- 
OBITUARY. tive M.P. for Derry and North Antrim, 
and was well known in the financial 
world. Posterity will, perhaps, remember him best 
as having provoked the bitterest of the many bitter 
debates in the House of Commons of recent years, 
ct propos of the first of the Pigott letters in 1887. Mr. 
W. G. Ainslie represented the North Lonsdale division 
of Lancashire in the last Parliament in the Con- 
servative interest. Sir Charles Wathen had been 
six times Mayor of Bristol, and was prominent 
in philanthropic enterprises in the city. Count Von 
Toll was Russian Minister at Copenhagen. The Rev. 
R. T. West was a well-known High Church clergy- 
man. The Rev. F. O. Morris was an admirable 
naturalist, perhaps of the less scientific type—he 
could never reconcile himself to Darwinism—but a 
charming writer, especially on ornithology, with 
very wide knowledge of his facts, and even wider 
sympathy. Mlle. Augustine de Brohun (Madame 
Gheest) had been one of the most distinguished 
members of the Comédie Francaise. 


WE regret that our obituary of last week did 
injustice to the memory of the late Lord North- 
bourne in two respects. He sat in the House of 
Commons for ten years as a follower of Sir Robert 
Peel, not as a Conservative; and though he bad not 
recently taken an active part in politics, he was 
never a Unionist, but always gave his cordial assent 
to the policy of Mr. Gladstone. 








THE BILL AND ITS CRITICS. 

TPVHE confusion of opinions which prevailed imme- 

diately after Mr. Gladstone’s speech on Monday 
is dying away, and we are beginning to hear criticisms 
of the Home Rule Bill which are not absolutely 
futile. It was hardly edifying to read the earliest 
expressions of opinion, especially in the Unionist 
journals. Nothing could be more manifest than the 
determination of the writers to damn the scheme 
regardless of its merits. If every particular clause 
had been different in character, we should still have 
heard precisely the same utterances, the same ex- 
cited declaration that the Bill was one which could 
never pass. Happily, the measure itself will to-day 
be in the hands of the public, and we shall hear 
other voices besides those of the party hacks. Some 
of the conspicuous merits of a really great scheme 
of constructive statesmanship are already beginning 








to be recognised, even by the foes of Home 
Rule; whilst the supporters of the Government 
are having their eyes opened to those matters 
in which Mr. Gladstone’s plan is capable of 
being improved. For our part we need hardly 
say that we hail the Bill with delight; for in it 
we see the full acceptance by Ministers of nearly 
all the suggestions which we ventured to make in 
these pages whilst the measure was still being 
debated in the Cabinet. Mr. Gladstone’s Bill has, 
in fact, much in common with what peopleerroneously 
chose to call “Tue Speaker Bill,” and our amour 
propre ought accordingly to be vastly gratified. But 
it is not on this ground that we join heartily with 
those who are applauding Mr. Gladstone’s scheme. 
We admire that scheme because it is great, compre- 
hensive, and original, and because, despite the harsh 
criticisms of Tory writers and speakers, it is 
eminently workable. The rights and interests of 
the Empire as a whole are safeguarded; and no less 
jealously are minorities in Ireland protected from pos- 
sible oppression ; whilst at the same time a full con- 
cession is made to the Irish people of the demands they 
have put forward so persistently and so strenuously. 
The Union, upon which so much hollow eloquence and 
sham sentiment have been expended in recent years, 
remains absolutely unaffected. Not even the most 
excitable of Orangemen can truthfully declare that 
this measure will destroy it. On the contrary, in- 
deed, it must be strengthened materially by the 
removal of those dangerous elements in the relations 
of the two countries which are now a_ perpetual 
menace to it. The supremacy of the Imperial Par- 
liament is set forth in the preamble of the Bill, 
and is insisted upon in every line of the measure. 
The veto is that which we advocated seven weeks 
ago in these pages, as at once the strongest and 
simplest that could be devised—the veto of the Lord- 
Lieutenant acting as the representative of the Crown 
and the Imperial Government. The Second Chamber, 
if it does not meet the views of the people of Ulster, 
will elicit proof of the fact that nothing will satisfy 
the inhabitants of that province except the main- 
tenance of the present system of supremacy of the 
minority over the majority. 

So much for those provisions of the Bill which 
are designed to meet honest Unionist objections to 
Home Rule. To our mind they meet those objec- 
tions in a manner not to be controverted, and if 
only our opponents were open to reason they would 
make haste to accept this Bill as entirely satisfac- 
tory. But there are dishonest as well as honest 
Unionist objections to the measure. Prominent 
among the latter is the plea founded in 1886 upon 
the exclusion of the Irish Members from the House 
of Commons. A great deal of nonsense has been 
current of late on this subject. It has apparently 
been forgotten that almost every man who opposed 
the Bill of 1886 on this ground is now an opponent 
of any Home Rule Bill whatever. The truth is that 
seven years ago the enemies of Mr. Gladstone, who 
were far more strongly bent upon driving bim from 
office than upon defeating Home Rule, seized upon 
this particular provision of the Bill and made it an 
excuse for their hostile vote merely because they saw 
that the ery they raised was more plausible than any 
other they could have used. It was not the press or 
outside opinion of any kind whatever, but the active 
wire-pulling of Mr. Chamberlain and of certain other 
bitter enemies of the Prime Minister, that in 1886 
procured such a withdrawal of Liberal votes in the 
House of Commons on this pretext as rendered the 
defeat of the Bill inevitable. After 1886 there were 
a certain number of genuine Home Rulers who, for 
the most part in ignorance of the intrigues which 
had raged round this point, gave expression to their 
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opinion that the Irish Members ought to be included. 
Mr. Gladstone, clearly against his own better judg- 
ment, has yielded to the representations which have 
been urged upon him, and has provided for the 
retention of the Irish Members. Has he conciliated 
any single human being by doing so? He has done 
nothing of the sort. The men who killed the Bill 
of 1886 because the Irish Members were excluded 
are seeking to kill the Bill of 1895 for precisely 
the opposite reason. That brilliant trio, the Duke of 
Devonshire, Sir Henry James, and Mr. Chamberlain, 
have not even the grace to apologise for their change 
of front. The measure which they pretended they 
would have accepted seven years ago is offered to 
them now, only to be rejected with scorn, for 
reasons which are just as trustworthy and honest as 
those they alleged in 1886. In these circumstances 
Mr. Gladstone has done well to make the House of 
Commons clearly understand that the clause relating 
to the retention of the Irish Members represents 
rather an opinion that has been forced upon him 
than one which has been spontaneously formed. Of 
the manner in which he seeks to give effect to that 
opinion in the Bill, it is only necessary to say that it 
seems to be the safest and simplest that was avail- 
able if all objections were to be met. But clearly 
this is a subject to be dealt with in Committee, 
when perhaps some constitutional authority on the 
Unionist benches may show how the proposals of 
the Ministry are to be amended. For ourselves, 
we should prefer to see the [rish Members included 
in reduced numbers on their present footing; and 
this, we believe, is the opinion of most Liberals. 

We have no intention at this moment of criti- 
cising the details of a measure which has not yet 
been placed in the hands of the public. We have 
contented ourselves with showing that the Bill does 
meet satisfactorily honest Unionist objections, and 
that it goes as far as human wit can devise towards 
meeting that objection which we have ventured to 
stigmatise as dishonest. On other points the solution 
is practically that which has been proposed and 
supported in these pages. The land is for a short 
time withheld from the Irish Parliament, and a 
period of six years is allowed for the disbandment of 
the constabulary, the judges remaining for a similar 
term under the Imperial Government. Otherwise 
Ireland secures the full rights of self-government at 
once. The financial clauses will, we trust, be ex- 
tended in the direction of increased liberality. The 
worst possible economy would be the starving of the 
new Irish Government, whilst, as we observed some 
time ago, when the Home Rule difficulty has come to 
be merely a question of pounds, shillings and pence, 
there is no wise Englishman of any party who will 
not vote for its settlement. But we must have the 
Bill before us before detailed criticism can be at- 
tempted usefuily. For the present it is enough to note 
two great facts. The firstis that the Bill is accepted 
with satisfaction not only by both sections of the Lrish 
party, but by the British supporters of the Govern- 
ment. There will be no schism in the ranks on this 
occasion; and the measure, we can confidently 
predict, will be carried not only to a second but to a 
third reading. The other great fact is that the 
enemies of the Bill are making no attempt to criticise 
it upon its merits. They are opposing it because 
they are prepared to oppose any measure that seeks 
to satisfy the opinion of the bulk of the Irish nation. 
Their opposition is rabid and unreasoning. They 
seem to have adopted the theory of the Ulstermen— 
that no Irishman outside of Ulster is fit to be at 
large or to be trusted with his personal liberty. 
Happily, this furious hatred of all that makes for 
peace and righteousness in [reland has already been 
discounted by seven years of incessant declamation. 





The cries of these Unionist priests of Baal fall now 
upon deaf ears. Not a vote, not a voice, will be 
affected by their frantic attempts to rekindle the 
flames of passion and hatred upon the altar of the 
false god they serve. And a consciousness of this 
fact runs through all that they say and all that they 
do. From Mr. Balfour and Mr. Chamberlain down 
to Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Jesse Collings, they 
speak in the tone of men who know that they are 
beaten. They foresee that this great measure will 
be adopted by the House of Commons; and that, as 
they are well aware, means that sooner or later it 
must be accepted by the House of Lords. 








A LIBERAL FOREIGN POLICY. 





TYVHAT Lord Rosebery has gained high praise from 
I the Tories for his manner of dealing with the 
questions raised in connection with Egypt and 
Uganda is not in itself a matter which need trouble 
any Liberal. In both questions the Foreign Minister 
had to deal with a complicated and difficult situation, 
and the line he took was dictated by the very neces- 
sities of the case. If it pleases the Opposition to 
hail him as a Jingo in disguise, they must be allowed 
to do so; but no Liberal is entitled to assume the 
accuracy of the charge until the country has seen 
Lord Rosebery’s manner of treating some new ques- 
tion, in which he is not bound and gagged by the 
engagements of his predecessors. If he were then 
to drift away from Liberal sentiment and from the 
principles which Mr. Gladstone and the majority of 
his colleagues hold with regard to foreign affairs, his 
position in the Ministry would naturally become one 
of great difficulty. But until something of this kind 
happens—an eventuality which we do not for a 
moment contemplate—it is altogether gratuitous 
and absurd to assume that the Foreign Secretary 
is not in harmony with the rest of the Ministry with 
regard to foreign affairs. 

It is not too soon, however, to say something 
about the cardinal principles of a Liberal foreign 
policy and the line upon which Her Majesty’s present 


r Ministers ought to conduct their relations with 


other countries. The public has protested strenu- 
ously against every attempt that has been made of 
late years to entangle Great Britain in Continental 
alliances, and there is not the slightest fear that, 
during Mr. Gladstone’s continuance in office, we 
shall be dragged into any kind of engagements with 
any of the European Powers. At the same time, it 
must be confessed that the public does not appreciate 
quite so keenly as it ought to do the fact that, so 
long as we stay in Egypt, we cannot maintain that 
position of entire isolation and independence which 
ought to be ours. An English army of occupation 
in the Nile Delta means the loss for the moment of 
the enormous advantage of our insularity. We have 
a vulnerable frontier, in fact, and, having it, we are 
compelled to take many things into consideration 
which we might safely disregard if we were restored 
to our old position of isolation. Yet even this im- 
portant fact cannot affect the main point of our 
foreign policy. What is that main point? It is 
the vital necessity of the maintenance of a good 
understanding between this country and the United 
States. Every wise man now knows that this, and 
not any dazzling project of Continental alliances, is 
the object upon which the eyes of our Foreign Secre- 
tary ought to be fixed. Great Britain could afford, 
if necessary, to face Europe in arms against her; but 
what she could not afford would be open hostility 
between herself and the people of the great American 
Republic. 
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More and more clearly is this fact coming to be 
recognised by our statesmen, and, happily, not by 
ours alone, but by those of America as well. More 
and more clearly is it being made apparent that the 
destiny of the Anglo-Saxon race is one, and that not 
only for their own sakes, but for the sake of the 
world at large, it is necessary that all the branches 
of that race should be bound together by the cords 
of mutual affection and goodwill. Mr. Arminius 
Vambeéry, lecturing the other day to a German 
audience, pointed to the undoubted fact that English 
was already the most fashionable language upon the 
face of the earth, and that before long it would be 
the language spoken outside of China by the majority 
of the human race. The amazing spread of our 
mother tongue in the last twenty or thirty years is 
merely symbolical of the spread of our race. “ The 
earth is the Lord’s, and the fulness thereof”; but 
it would seem as though the Lord had chosen the 
English-speaking peoples of the world to take 
possession of His inheritance. And by English we 
do not mean merely British; we include the people 
of the United States, of Canada, of Australia, and 
South Africa—those who have gone forth conquering 
to found new States throughout the world, as well as 
those who remain at home, rearing and training the 
pioneers of the future. It is the greatest fact in 
modern history, this growth and spread of the rule 
of the Englishman. We in Great Britain must 
rejoice over it with an exceeding great joy ; and yet 
we must at the same time recognise in it the signal 
for the loss of our own Imperial supremacy. The 
sceptre must, ere many generations have passed away, 
be transferred from our hands to those of others. 
It is to our interest, as well as to that of the world at 
large, that it should fall into the hands of men of 
the same blood and the same tongue, holding the 
same opinions upon the great problems of life and 
conduct, and maintaining similar institutions to 
ours. Self-interest, therefore, as well as that nobler 
instinct which takes into account the interests of 
humanity as a whole, ought to lead us to adopt, as 
the cardinal point of our foreign policy, the main- 


tenance of a close alliance, not with the contending 


nationalities of Europe, but with the living forces 
beyond the seas, in whose hands destiny has placed 
the future of the Anglo-Saxon race. 

What can the Liberal Government and the 
Liberal Foreign Secretary do to advance this 
policy? Much, we believe, can be done even in 
these piping times of peace. One great task that 
must be accomplished before we can hope for a 
perfect understanding between ourselves and the 
United States is, of course, the settlement of the 
question which is this week uppermost in all men’s 
minds. When we have restored peace between 
ourselves and the people of Ireland, the most 
irritating and dangerous question now at issue 
between us and the English Americans will have 
been settled. It will no longer be possible for 
politicians on the other side to gain capital for 
themselves by “twisting the lion’s tail.”” The Irish 
vote in the United States will cease to be emphatic- 
ally an anti- British vote. At every point, 
too, where there is an apparent‘ conflict between 
the policies of the two countries, regarding 
fisheries, trade in the Pacific, or similar matters, 
a wise English Foreign Secretary will know how to 
maintain the dignity and interests of his own 
country without ruffling the susceptibilities of the 
Americans. It would be well also to remember that 
deep down in the hearts of both peoples there is a 
common sentiment of affectionate regard for the 
other. More than once they have remembered in 
times of strife and trial that “ blood is thicker than 
water ;”’ and whatever may have been said or done 





by the politicians in either country, the feeling of 
the sturdy mass of the people has been one of mutual 
sympathy and goodwill. To encourage and stimulate 
this feeling is a task to which statesmen might well 
devote themselves. At this very moment the people 
of America are entering upon a year of peculiar 
interest to them, and, indeed, to the whole world. 
We trust that a Liberal Government, at all events, 
will not think that there is anything puerile in the 
suggestion that an occasion is thus afforded fora 
great display of goodwill and sympathy on the part 
of Great Britain towards America. In more than 
one quarter it has been suggested that the sending 
of a large representative British fleet to American 
waters to take part in the national celebration would 
be a graceful and welcome act in the eyes of the 
American people. We trust sincerely that so wise 
a suggestion will be duly carried out. 








THE SOURCES OF THE IRISH 
CONSTITUTION. 





ERHAPS the most foolish criticism yet made 

upon the Home Rule Billis Mr. Balfour’s. “ A 
Federal government,” he said, “may be good. 
Colonial government may be good. The British 
Constitution as it stands may be good. But this 
bastard combination of the three is a ludicrous im- 
postor.” Does Mr. Balfour really think that a 
practical scheme is any the worse in the eyes of the 
British people for want of logical completeness ac- 
cording to the political syllogisms of the schools ? 
It has never been the habit of the English-speak- 
ing peoples to go to the philosophes for lessons 
in the art of government. Locke made a logical 
Constitution for Georgia, which was not a success. 
Montesquieu is responsible, as one sees from the 
references to his authority in the Federalist, for 
some of the few defects in the Constitution of the 
United States. But, as a rule, we have been con- 
spicuous among nations for our indifference to 
philosophy. We care more for precedent than for 
principle. We prefer a practical remedy for actual 
difficulties to the most ingenious scheme which was 
ever devised by a dreamer or a metaphysician. Some 
of us in our salad days may have enjoyed the luxury 
of Utopias, may have felt liberal with Locke, or 
arbitrary with Hobbes, or historical with Burke, or 
puzzled with Hegel and Fichte. But when we come 
to deal with facts in real life, the dust is allowed 
to gather on the tomes of these worthies of the past, 
and we find that we can gain much more practical 
assistance from the much-despised Blue Book. 
Hobbes, one would fancy, was Mr. Balfour’s early 
love; but the time has surely come to put Hobbes 
up on the shelf, and consult the statutes of the realm 
instead. The Irish Constitution is a workable and 
practical plan, largely because it is not philosophical. 
Partly Federal, partly Colonial, partly Parliament- 
arian, if you like, it is the result of the accumulated 
experience of our race in government applied to the 
most difficult problem Britain ever had to solve. 

The Irish Question is sui generis. There are no 
two leaves alike in the forest ; and Nature, with her 
infinite variety, has never made two nations in the 
same mould. There are points of resemblance 
between the relations of Ireland and England, and 
those of Norway and Sweden, of Austria and 
Hungary, of Hungary and Croatia, of Prussia and 
Bavaria, of England and Canada, of Canada and 
Quebec, of New York and Massachusetts. But there 
are also in each case points of difference. Two peoples, 
separated by the sea, and differing in character, in 
history, in religion, in industrial development, are so 
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bound together by proximity, by common interest, and 
by the process of colonisation, that they can never be 
under entirely separate Government. To devise a 
Constitution which will allow dissimilarity in things 
different without allowing division in things of 
necessity united is no easy task. The task has been 
successfully accomplished by proceeding in the same 
course which has made us successful in dealing with 
other problems. In order to meet each difficulty, 
the Cabinet has looked for a precedent to the ex- 
perience of the British race. Within the English- 
speaking world we have Federalism in the United 
States and within the Canadian Dominion, Colonial 
relations between Britain and her Colonies, and at 
home the Mother of Parliaments with her inalienable 
supremacy. From each source wisdom has been 
drawn, and what Mr. Balfour thinks the defect of 
the Bill is really its glory. 

From the Colonies many lessons have been 
learnt. The Irish Legislative Council is formed on 
the model of those in Victoria and South Australia, 
on the whole the most successful Upper Chambers in 
the world, with the exception of the American Senate. 
A parallel to the Statutory Cabinet, or Executive 
Committee of the Privy Council, is to be found in 
the British North America Act. The reservation 
of the Land Question for three years is in accord- 
ance with many Colonial precedents, where the 
Land Question has been reserved for some years 
after the grant of responsible government. The 
supremacy of the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council is no new thing. In that comfortable upper 
room in an office in Downing Street, without the 
adventitious aid of wig and robe, the learned lords 
of the Privy Council administer the Scoto-English 
law of Ontario, the French law of Jersey and Quebec, 
the Roman-Dutch law of the Cape and Guiana, the 
codes and the customary systems of India. It will 
add but little to their very miscellaneous duties 
when they come to determine on the validity of the 
statutes of the Irish Parliament. 

Much, too, is merely a development of the exist- 
ing Constitution of these islands. The supremacy of 
the Parliament at Westminster is once more declared 
and reinforced. The impotence of that Parliament 


to bind itself by any renunciation (which was per-- 


haps forgotten in drafting the Bill of 1886) is now 
remembered. The Irish Parliament is to be a model 
in petto of that at Westminster; the Parliamentary 
control of the executive is to be established at 
Dublin. Even tie debateable expedient by which the 
Irish members are only to vote on Imperial or Irish 
matters is not so entirely strange as it seems. 
Foreign correspondents have pointed out that the 
Croatian members occupy a similar position in the 
Hungarian Legislature. But we prefer to look nearer 
home. For many years past it has been the custom 
to arrange that no Irish business should be taken 
during certain weeks or months of the Session, and 
in accordance with this arrangement most Irish 
members used to take a holiday, and allow the 
British members to conduct their own business. 
We are only going a step further in this Bill. 

But in many ways the American precedents are 
the most interesting. The hand of Mr. Bryce has 
been at work on the Bill. The very words of the 
constitutional amendment of 1868, by which the 
Northerners when they withdrew from the Southern 
States sought to protect the negroes under Southern 
government, are now introduced to protect the Irish 
minorities. And probably when the Bill is printed 
many other resemblances will be found. Yet it is not 
in the wording of the Bill but in its working that 
the most beneficial effects of American experience 
may be expected. A hundred years ago the Irish 
people might have been unable to work successfully 





a system so limited by checks and balances. The 
political knowledge which they have learnt from 
England—lessons of lawlessness and of hate—would 
certainly not help them to use so delicate an instru- 
ment. But it is from America, which now contains 
more than two-thirds of the Irish race, that they 
have learnt political wisdom. The humblest and 
most illiterate Irishman knows more of America 
than many educated Englishmen. He is able to 
understand the distinction between federal and 
state rights, and how practical self-government 
can be enjoyed without a separate army or a 
separate flag. He knows how a Supreme Court 
may override with authority the decisions of legisla- 
tures and be obeyed. He has learnt of a Senate 
which is powerful and respected, and not like the 
House of Lords, impotent and despised. He has 
come to understand that Churches are the better for 
not being established, and that religious equality is 
one of the first principles of human progress. It 
may seem strange to some, but we look to the influ- 
ence of American Irishmen as one of the strongest 
powers for good in the working of the new Irish 
Constitution. 








THE UNIFICATION OF LONDON. 


-“~.—_— 


QUESTION was to be put last night to the 
LX President of the Local Government Board 
regarding the intentions of the Government with 
respect to the unification of London. By the uni- 
fication of London, we may assume, is meant the 
sweeping away of the division which now exists 
between the City and the rest of the Metropolis, 
and the setting up of one central authority over the 
whole of this vast province of bricks. We do not 
know what answer Mr. Fowler may have given to 
his questioner, though we may imagine from what 
we know of the intentions of the Government that 
it was distinctly sympathetic. But the subject of 
the unification of London is one at once so vast and 
so important that no Liberal, at all events, ought to be 
in any doubt as to the policy which Ministers should 
pursue. We have on our hands asa community one of 
tke gravest problems ever submitted to a ruler or a 
people. We live in the greatest city the world has 
ever known, and it is a city in which extremes meet 
as they have never met elsewhere. It was but the 
other day that the Duke of Devonshire, having 
driven from his palace in Pall Mall to a philan- 
thropic gathering in the East End, made the singular 
admission that it was the first time in his life that 
he had ever been in that part of London; and the 
Duke was certainly by no means an exceptional 
offender in this matter. There are thousands and 
tens of thousands of persons living in the enjoyment 
of wealth and luxury in the West End of London, 
to whom Whitechapel, and the great districts 
which lie still further east than Whitechapel, 
are more of an unknown territory than Central 
Africa itself. Yet a twopenny ride in an omnibus 
would take any one of these persons into the midst 
of that vast terra incognita which lies at our very 
doors, and whose wants and demands are being 
voiced more and more clamorously in our ears. The 
richest and the poorest city in the world, the most 
cultured and the most ignorant, the most refined 
and the most depraved, London offers to-day to the 
thinking man such problems as have never before 
since the world began been presented to law-maker 
or law-giver. How to deal with these problems, 
how to bring about, not that positive equality vainly 
dreamed of by the Socialist, but that levelling up 
and levelling down in which we may see the nearest 
approach to a practical realisation of such dreams, 
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is the question with which active politicians of to- 
day have to deal. 

The London County Council has done well, and, 
despite occasional extravagances, due in part to the 
exuberance of youth, and in part to the urgency of 
the claims made upon it, has earned the gratitude of 
all who desire the weal of the community as a whole. 
But if it is to go further in its noble work, one great 
obstacle to progress must be removed. It is impossible 
that the chief governing body of our vast community 
should find itself confronted at every turn by a rival 
power, rich in material resources, and richer still in 
old traditions and historical prestige, which, whether 
willingly or unwillingly, blocks the way to many an 
improvement demanded by the city as a whole. 
There is no need to indulge in any violent vitupera- 
tion of the City of London and its mode of govern- 
ment. Undoubtedly the Lord Mayor and tbe 
Corporation represent a great past, and on many 
occasions they have stood boldly for the liber- 
ties not only of their own citizens, but of 
the country as a whole, when those liberties have 
been threatened by high-placed tyranny. But the 
times are changed, and we have reached a stage in 
the national development when almost everything 
that is good and useful in civic institutions and 
forms of government has departed, and when we are 
left to deal with that which at the present day can 
only be pronounced a useless and costly anacbronism. 
The City—using the word in its limited and tech- 
nical sense—with its vast wealth, its complete 
autonomy, and its highly conservative spirit, repre- 
sents a power at war with progress and with those 
new ideas which are creeping into the minds of 
politicians and statesmen of all parties with regard 
to the condition of the people and the modes by 
which it can be bettered. The time seems to have 
come when a bold assault must be delivered against 
the citadel of this chartered and highly favoured 
foe. Not until the wealth and the privileges of the 
City of London have been made available for the 
benefit of London as a whole, can we really say that 
the Metropolis has in the matter of self-government 


been placed upon the same footing as the great 


boroughs of the provinces. Nor is it possible for the 
central governing authority to enjoy the influence 
which it ought to possess, whilst it has at its elbow, 
or rather planted in its very midst, this independent 
authority, allied so closely to worn-out traditions and 
mischievous ideas. We trust that Ministers, who 
have already shown so wise a courage in the per- 
formance of their duties, will not shrink even from 
the great enterprise of a sweeping reform of the 
civic administration of the City. We cannot indeed 
hope that they should at once proceed to the attack. 
They have other and still more urgent tasks in hand, 
and these must be carried out before they enter 
upon any new crusade. But they may at least 
give full proof of the fact that they are in hearty 
sympathy with our London party of reform, and that 
they are prepared to take some practical step which 
shall pave the way for direct action in no remote 
future. In the meantime the question is one which 
certainly interests every Londoner. Let every citizen 
—whether he be a citizen in the restricted or the 
wider sense of the word—ask himself whether we are 
not now paying too high a price for the preservation 
of the antiquated and obsolete privileges of the Cor- 
poration. If he faces the question fairly, he can 
give but one answer to it. The time is at hand when 
reform must touch even the venerable fabric which 
has its material representative in the Guildhall, and 
when the privileges of full citizenship shall be ac- 
corded, not toa limited and narrow-minded clique, 
but to all who have to bear their part in the heat 
and burden of life in London as it exists to-day. 





FINANCE. 
casita 

VHE currency crisis in the United States is 

weighing upon all departments of business, 
not only in that country but in Europe. The in- 
flation of the currency in consequence of the pur- 
chases of silver is driving out gold at an alarming 
rate. The Treasury, in order to fulfil its engage- 
ments, has already had to borrow from the banks, 
and is urging them to lend more. The banks, on 
their hand, are recommending the Treasury to issue 
bonds, which would be saleable in Europe, and 
thereby get the metal from Europe. But as the 
Harrison Administration is going out of office in a 
fortnight, it is unwilling to take such a step. Mean- 
time, the existing Congress will not repeal the Silver 
Purchase Act, and nobody knows what the new Con- 
gress may do, although it is notorious that the Pre- 
sident-elect is in favour of repeal. The facts being so, 
it is only too probable that there will be a grave 
crisis. Of course, it is possible that at the last 
moment something may be done to avert it; but if 
nothing is done, and the gold shipments continue as 
at present, a crisis seems inevitable. What the 
consequences of the crisis may be, of course, cannot 
be foreseen, for nobody knows whether there is 
much bad business in the United States. It is 
notorious that there have been very great amalga- 
mations of railway companies, formations of trusts, 
and the like, and all this could not have been 
effected without considerable credit operations. A 
sharp fall, therefore, might inflict such losses as to 
cause serious failures. In that case this country 
would be likely to suffer more or less, its debtors in 
the United States being unable, promptly, at all 
events, to fulfil their obligations. But if there is 
not a great accumulation of bad business, a mere 
currency crisis generating temporary distrust would 
not have very grave consequences so far as Europe 
is concerned. It is also to be borne in mind that 
there has been hardly any speculation in Europe in 
American securities since the Baring crisis, and that, 
in fact, a smaller proportion of those securities is now 
held in Europe than for very many years past. 

The crisis would injure the United States itself 
more than any other country, although its recupera- 
tive power is such that it is reasonably to be antici- 
pated the recovery would be rapid. There is another 
point, however, not to be left out of account, and that 
is the possible effect upon India, and the other silver- 
using countries. If the silver purchases are 
stopped, silver must fall in value, and the trade 
with all silver-using countries must be dis- 
turbed. If, on the other hand, Congress re- 
fuses to stop the purchases of silver, gold 
will continue to be exported from the United 
States, silver will become practically the standard of 
value, and it is quite possible that the adoption of 
silver by so great a country as the United States 
may result before long in an unexpected rise in the 
price of the metal. But whatever may be the out- 
come of the crisis, for the time being it will puta 
stop to all risky business, and therefore investors 
will be well advised to exercise great caution in 
what they buy. Not only should they keep aloof, 
for the time being, from American securities, but 
they will be prudent in waiting to see whether there 
may not be a considerable fall, even in securities 
which will not be directly affected by the crisis. 

The extraordinary shipments of gold from New 
York have so far satisfied the Continental demand that 
it has become much smaller than it was a little while 
ago. The Bank of France has ceased encouraging 
imports, the German demand is declining, even the 
Austro-Hungarian demand is not as active as it was. 
Still there is a considerable demand, and in spite of 
the great shipments from New York, the Bank of 
England in the week ended Wednesday night lost 
as much as £260,000 in gold. For all that the Money 
Market is exceedingly easy. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has paid off a considerable amount of 
Treasury Bills, which to some extent has counter- 
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balanced the large collection of the revenue. Trade 
is very quiet, speculation is held in check, and so the 
demand for loans and discounts is very small. But the 
ease is deceptive. The price of silver rose on Thurs- 
day to 38,/,d. per ounce, owing to the good demand 
for India and the belief that the purchases in 
America will not be stopped for some time 
longer. Dealers in silver, however, ought to be 
very cautious, for it is impossible to foresee what 
will happen in the United States. As already said, 
if Congress refuses to repeal the Purchase Act, the 
price may rise very considerably after a while. On 
the other hand, if the Act is repealed, there may be 
a panic fall. No doubt, it is likely that the cessation 
of the American ‘purchases would be very quickly 
followed by a great falling-off in the production. 
But even if that happens, the first effect will bea 
serious fall in silver. Caution and prudence, there- 
fore, ought to be observed. 








THE ANNUAL SPRING WAR-SCARE. 
cma 
‘T is not too much to say that if Mr. Poultney 
Bigelow’s article in last week’s SPEAKER had 
appeared in print forty years ago, when as yet 
Russia was the veritable “ Dark Continent,” it would 
have had the effect among other things of sending 
stocks down with a rattle on every Bourse of 
Western Europe. Since it was published last Satur- 
day, the national stocks of the countries which war 
in Eastern Europe would most seriously concern— 
England, Germany, Austria, France, Italy, Turkey 
have all risen; Russian consols have remained un- 
altered, and the Russian “exchange” has actually 
improved. There is a special significance in the fact 
that during the week the shares of the Lemburg- 
Czernovitz railway, which skirts the Russian border 
throughout a great part of Austrian Galicia, should 
have had a considerable rise. Nor has this apprecia- 
tion in the values of national and kindred securities 
been the result of optimism on the part of financial 
Europe; but simply that /a haute finance, which may 
be regarded as the barometer of international politics, 
is better informed as to the situation, present and 
prospective, than is Mr. Bigelow. 
Against the imminence of an European war the 
counter-indications are at present exceptionally 


strong. The recent visit of the Tsarewitch to Berlin 


is probably merely only a casual indication of the 
general tendency toward that modified rapproche- 
ment between Germany and Russia which is more 
substantially marked in the arrangements concern- 
ing a commercial treaty. If Russia were intending 
war this spring, she would scarcely be designing to 
send a large squadron across the Atlantic in April, 
instead of detaining it for active service in the Baltic. 
Neither Germany nor Russia is ideally ready for 
the struggle which is probably inevitable in course 
of time. Germany's attitude of preparedness is 
normal; but her chiefs would, nevertheless, fain 
abide the reinforcements which the new Army Bill 
will furnish if passed. Russia, again, is never quite 
ready, and the Millennium probably will surprise 
her in her chronic attitude of unreadiness. Her 
leading present need is a magazine rifle. She has 
experimented with more than one type of weapon, 
but without practical results; at last she has made 
a definite selection of a repeating arm, but now, and 
for at least two years to come, her soldiers must 
content themselves with the improved “ Berdan,” a 
very inferior weapon both to the German and the 
Austrian rifle. To-day there is not a magazine rifle 
in the Russian army, and it is, therefore, extremely 
unlikely that Russia will engage willingly in war until 
fully equipped with a better small-arm. She has the 
warning memory of her fearful losses before Plevna 
from the “ Remingtons” of the Turks, with which 


her obsolete “ Krankes” could not cope. 

Moltke has declared that “it is no longer the 
ambition of monarchs which endangers peace ;” but 
autocratic sovereigns may be swayed by other 





passions. Mr. Bigelow is conversant from youth 
with the apparently somewhat complex disposition 
of the German Emperor. The Tzar has two ruling 
passions—a hatred of war, and hatred of Germans. 
The problem as regards him is, which passion shall 
conquer the other? Trammelled by no Parliament, 
influenced neither by responsible Ministers nor by 
personal favourites, the big lonely despot is wrest- 
ling out that problem single-handed. It is an awful 
position. There is no real public opinion in Russia 
whose voice can speak to him either in encourage- 
ment or restraint. For once, it is true, Russia 
rose in her might, and forced on the late Tzar the 
thankless crusade across the Danube. In the nation 
to-day there is, no doubt, a strong dislike to the 
Germans; but the feeling is not intense and universal 
enough to bring pressure to bear on the lonely 
autocrat. Probably no solution would please him 
better than a universal disarmament. But of that 
deliverance for the burdened nations there is no 
glimmer of hope. One constantly hears the argu- 
ment that war must come soon, because the continued 
burden of preparedness is becoming unendurable. 
The truth is that the armed Powers stand in awe of 
war, not only because of its crushing cost as now 
conducted, but because of the realisation that, 
whatever be its issue, one inevitable legacy will be 
the enforcement of increased armaments, not only 
on each and all of the combatant Powers, but also 
on those which shall not have shared in the strife. 

With fullest appreciation both of Mr. Bigelow’s 
literary merit and his industry in gaining informa- 
tion, I must venture to characterise him as an 
alarmist with a somewhat defective sense of respon- 
sibility and discretion, and with a strong animus, I 
can corroborate him regarding most of his statements 
as to the movements of the Russian troops which he 
details so fully. Some of his information is not very 
new. When, for instance, he states that before his 
article shall have been printed, orders may have 
been given for the creation of a 2lst Army Corps 
in the Russian Army, by transferring the 39th In- 
fantry Division from the Caucasus westward to 
Wilna and conjoining it with the 40th Infantry 
Division already there, it may be observed that this 
disposition was determined on so early as_ 1888. 
And some of his information is not quite ac- 
curate. As an evidence of the progress of the 
*“Russification” of Finland he cites the removal of the 
24th Division from that province, and the substitu- 
tion for it of the Finland Rifle Brigade reorganised 
with purely Russian recruits. But the 24th isand was 
a purely Russian Division, consisting of sixteen bat- 
talions. The Finland Rifle Brigade consists of eight 
battalions of the same character; so that consequent 
on the removal of the former force, there are actually 
now in Finland eight fewer Russian battalions than 
before that event—a reduction scarcely promoting 
the “earnest Russification”’ of Finland. Sometimes 
he understates matters, as when he mentions that 
“to-day Russia, on what she alleges to be a peace- 
footing, maintains 41 Divisions of infantry and 19 of 
cavalry.” Asa matter of fact, the Russian regular 
army of to-day consists of 48 Infantry Divisions and 
21 Cavalry Divisions. He will find, again, that the 
Grenadiers consist, not of three Divisions, but of 
four. 

Except that he does not recognise the infantry 
Division remaining in the Kazan Military District, 
and apart, of course, from the troops of the Caucasus, 
Mr. Bigelow’'s statement is correct that “ it is almost 
literally true that to-day Russia has scarcely a single 
line regiment east of Moscow.” But it is not the 
case, as readers of Mr. Bigelow’s article might infer, 
that this westward trend of the Russian army is a 
thing of to-day, or was a thing of yesterday. Its in- 
ception was the outcome, and the legitimate outcome, 
of Sadowa, and of Prussia’s sudden advance into the 
first rank of military powers in the startling cam- 
paign of 1866. In the movement there was no 
shadow or suggestion of menace, at all events up 
to the dissolution of the Drei-Kaiser-Bund, although 
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later, it is true, events might have seemed to impart 
to it something of that complexion. But Russia was 
certainly within her clear rights—nay, it was her 
clear duty to herself—to begin and persevere with 
the movement of her forces toward her western 
frontier, which is her strategic frontier, and on 
which, therefore, lies her chief vulnerability. The 
movement has been in progress more or less ever 
since, in recent years with greater vigour than pre- 
viously. The drawbacks are extremely serious, great 
as unquestionably are the advantages. Were each 
Division to remain in its own recruiting ground, the 
process of mobilisation—of calling up its reserves 
to raise it from the peace strength to the war 
strength—-would be easy. But thus would be in- 
curred the delay of moving the mobilised force 
over long distances by sparse railroads, unequipped 
with a sufficiency of rolling stock and of expert hands 
to work the roads up to their full power. So the ad- 
ditional expense is incurred of maintaining the active 
army in its western positions, not in its economical 
peace strength, but in a state of compromise 
between that and the war strength. For example, 
the peace strength of a battalion is 400 men, the war 
strength 960; the “increased peace strength” at 
which the bulk of the battalions of the field army is 
to-day maintained is 600 men per battalion. But in 
the event of the outbreak of war, there must be in- 
eurred in the consequent mobilisation the long delay 
involved in bringing up the reservists from their 
homes in the distant respective recruiting regions, 
before the field army on the western frontier can be 
raised to its war strength. During this interval, then, 
that army can only stand on the defensive, and is 
not in a condition to carry the war into the enemy’s 
country. Thus Russia may indeed take what of 
initiative consists in declaring war; but she cannot 
promptly follow up the word with the blow, and 
must content herself for the time with resisting in- 
vasion if that should come before her army should 
have attained its war strength—an event which 
would certainly occur because of the superior celerity 
of mobilisation on the part of Germany and Austria. 
If, then, there is anything of standing menace in the 
attitude of Russia—and I am not prepared to hold 
that there is not--the menace is obviously of a 
passive character. 

And it is because of their consciousness that the 
defensive must be their réle in the first instance at 
least, that the Russians, as Mr. Bigelow quite truly 
states, have selected for defensive purposes the line 
of the Narev. It is unquestionably an admirable 
strategic choice. Both its flanks are secure: on the 
north it is covered by the fortress and entrenched 
camp of Kovno, where Napoleon entered Russia 
(which he could not now do at that point); on the 
south by Warsaw and the Polesian swamps between 
Bielostock and Baranovitchi. 

ARCHIBALD FORBEs. 





FEBRUARY 13TH, 1893. 

\ J HEN witnessing on Monday afternoon the 

preliminary scenes of a great historic occasion, 
I could not help wondering how some of the aspects, 
had he been there to see, would have struck our 
worthy friend Mr. Samuel Pepys from the Navy 
Office, who has recorded so many notable matters 
touching the history of the Parliament. We can 
imagine him going home to his house in Crutched 
Friars, and, after describing minutely to the pretty 
Mrs. Pepys how all the ladies he saw were dressed, 
and probably disputing with her about the beauty 
of some, “he for, she against,” inditing something 
like the following in his diary :— 

“13th. To Westminster this afternoon, where by 
the good favour of Mr. Speaker I had a seat under 
the Gallery, the spot he reserved for this day for ex- 
members and distinguished strangers, wherein I felt 
mightily proud, the more so seeingmy Lords Aberdeen, 
Knutsford, Camperdown, his Grace of Devonshire, 








and a mob of other great persons from the Peers’ 
House scantily used by the constables which chivied 
them (as the thieves’ word saith) with cries of ‘ Stand 
back, my lords, must keep the way clear,’ and the 
like. But my-lords took it all in merry part, making 
great sport when one newly-come went up to the door 
thinking to get in without hindrance and was stopped 
and sent down by Jennings the door-keeper. I was 
shown in at once by Jennings right civilly with a 
‘When you please, Mr. Pepys, your seat is kept.’ But I 
chused remain a-while hard by the door to see their 
lordships’ scrimmage (‘tis a word heard in the tavern 
relating to the new football game), I wanting to 
know which lord would gain the Gallery first, having 
taken a wager with Mr. Tom Ellis (now a junior lord 
and whip and mighty smart about the lobby but 
forgetteth not his joke) that it would be my Lord 
Aberdeen, the first Home Rule Lord Deputy, as would 
methought be seemly, he backing my lord Battersea, 
Mr. Cyril Flower that lately was, an active 
man and springsome for such a press. Likewise 
I desired to see the handsome Miss ——, newly come 
from the Americas, and my Lady - , and divers 
other pretty dames who came into the lobby to look 
at the members, and I trow to be looked at them- 
selves; their beautys both of face and taille, and 
their dress and gay laughter, all as goodly a sight as 
I did wish to see. The lobby, too, all of a stir, and 
well worth the seeing: members shifting about in 
knots and groupes, and streaming in and out of the 
Chamber talking of naught else but the great speech 
a-coming on. They tell me a most grevious rush for 
seats here at noon, Mr. Speaker having closed the 
doors till then : several members like to be trampled, 
others brawling over the hat-planting business, Colonel 
Saunderson, an ayery man in downright gripes hand 
on throat with another, but naught came of it. In 
the streets also much excitement, a monstrous 
croude as I came down outside the Palace Yard wait- 
ing to see the Old Man ride across from White Halle. 
The Prince of Wales be in the Gallery, with the Duke 
of York and the Duke of Teck; the French and 
Russie Embassadores in another Gallery. “Twas 
sure a great occasion and I found myself mightily 
pleased at being there to see. My Lord of 
Rosebery, the Foreign Secretary, came up with 
a card for under the Gallery, and did meekly 
stand in rank like another, tapping the edge 
of his card upon his teeth until Mr. Edward Pon- 
sonby, the Speaker's secretary, did espy him, who 
with a laugh fetcht him off, saying he had a place 
bespoke for him and my Lord Spencer in the Em- 
bassadores’ Gallery. At three of the clock Mr. 
Speaker did arrive, and, prayers over, my lords did 
have their scrimmage. I know not yet which won, 
but many remarked (using another new phrase which 
I note down to ask Dr. Max Miiller of when I! next 
go up to Magdalen) that the scrimmage was a hot. At 
last I go in, and find on my left Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland, which they call in that country 
The Macdermott, being a chiefly style, as the 
Scots use, a sharp-faced, pleasant man, and on my 
right Mr. Sinclair, one of the Liberal Unionists, 
deadly sour at losing of his seat. Mr. Heneage, put 
out of Grimsby, also here. I was much taken with 
the way a lusty young country Liberal on the bench 
before us did resent Mr. Sinclair's spleenful side- 
sayings, looking round his shoulder every moment 
with a black scowl: likeways at an Ulster Fanatique 
who kept up a constant grumble. In the House was 
a great coil and racket, all waiting for the Old 
Man to appear, and impatient therefor, and 
wondrous it was to see the vast croude and the 
rows of chairs on the floor, the like of which I have 
only once before known in all my life. . r 
+ * * * * 

But enough of Mr. Pepys. This was a scene to be 
seen, and spoken of as seen, through one’s own eyes. 
There was too much greatness about it for jesting. 
As men smiled, and enjoyed, and took in the plea- 
surable breath of all the excitements that filled the 
air, one nevertheless felt that we were all assisting 
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at one of the great spectacles of history. We were 
witnessing a superb and commanding man of genius 
at the supreme moment of his career, imposing his 
will upon destiny, so to speak, and determining the 
future of generations yet unborn. Rarely does 
history vouchsafe such moments even to its greatest 
men. Statesmen have before now launched tre- 
mendous schemes of policy, promulgated fateful laws, 
but their most thrilling crisis has usually come in 
council, or privy-chamber, or close-guarded throne- 
room ; never in such circumstances as those in which 
Mr. Gladstone introduced his second Home Rule Bill. 
Indeed in many respects Monday’s scene was pecu- 
liarly characteristic of our times. When did ever 
an orator before address such an audience ? Consider 
those actually present, those waiting at the doors, 
and the whole of civilised mankind in the farthest 
corners of the globe to whom each word as it fell from 
the speaker’s mouth was being instantly flashed— 
and what were the multitudes that listened to 
Cicero in the Forum, or “unstable Athens heaving 
her stormy seas” beneath the rock-stand of Demos- 
thenes to such an audience? The telegraph cables, 
anticipating the course of the sun, carried Mr. 
Gladstone’s speech to America, so that at two 
o'clock the evening papers of New York were 
selling a verbation report by the hundred thou- 
sand; at noon people were reading it in Chicago; 
and in San Francisco, which is some hours further 
off in the sun's track, they had, by this miracle of 
modern science, a full account, with descriptions of 
the scene and editorial comments, in their morning 
papers—an account that same Monday morning of 
a speech which was only delivered in London on 
Monday afternoon! Literally, it was a case of one 
man addressing a world—of a world hanging on the 
lips of a single man. And this was an old man of 
eighty-four, who, sixteen years ago, thought that the 
time had come for him to retire from active life. 

I well remember the scene when Mr. Gladstone 
introduced his Home Rule Bill in 1886. The wonder 
that then seemed greatest was that a man so old 
should undertake so gigantic a task. Mr. Gladstone 
is seven years an older man now, and yet, after 
those seven years of weary strife aud gloom, during 
which he has seen his party rent asunder and 
has undergone the bitterest trials of his career, 
he comes down to the House with unshaken 
purpose to face that gigantic task anew. To my 
eyes, as he stood by that same despatch-box, 
erect, with a bright white flower for freshness 
in his button-hole, fingering his papers with un- 
tremulous touch, and placing beside him what 
appeared to be the same little bottle from Sir Andrew 
Clark, he did not look a day older than he did seven 
years ago. There were many things in the scene 
which showed that all of us, and that the House and 
the controversy itself, have grown somewhat older 
since then. But personally, in physique or in spirit, 
no symptom of the kind was manifest in Mr. Glad- 
stone. His voice sounded even richer and clearer 
than throughout the debates of 1886, the figure was 
quite as sinewy and lithe, and neither the intellectual 
power nor the will or courage impaired in any degree. 
Only twice did he take a sip of his doctor's draught, 
and if I do not mistake he fell back on it three times 
during the speech in 1886. True, the whole note of 
Monday’s speech was different. It was a conciliatory, 
not a fighting speech. But the change was due to 
the altered circumstances of the time; it was de- 
liberately the speech of an older man, but of one 
who has won his biggest battle, and who feels so 
certain of his ground that he can trifle with difficul- 
ties which before would have been formidable and 
disconcerting. 

It is this fact which explains that abatement of 
passion which was one of the features of Monday 
night’s scene as compared with the debates on the 
Bill of 1886. There was certainly more dramatic 


interest in 1886. Then two great protagonists such 
as are not often found together in the one Parlia- 
ment confronted each other across the floor, about 





to shake hands, having learned to respect each other 
after eight years of stormy conflict. Mr. Parnell 
listened with his sphinx-like smile as Mr. Gladstone, 
“at the parting of the ways” of Irish policy, re- 
nounced for ever the path of coercion, and was 
melted by the spectacle of the heroic heart and 
genius of the old man; who in turn paid _ his 
tribute to “that very remarkable man” the member 
for Cork. Strange and sad that the younger man 
should be gone, overwhelmed in catastrophe, while 
the older remains to complete the task alone. Then, 
too, the air was filled with the spirit of a mighty 
strife not yet fairly begun. Everything was new, 
untried, unknown, as in the first inspiring but 
menacing hours of a revolution. The Liberal Party 
was not yet broken up. The old leader's renegade 
lieutenants had not yet struck at him their most 
treacherous blows. Throughout these debates Mr. 
Gladstone was before all things else a fighter. It 
was then he spoke of “ fiowing tides,” of his plan 
“holding the field,” and uttered those prophetic 
vaunts and warnings which are, seven years later, 
being so strikingly fulfilled. At such moments, with 
his leonine head and his nostrils breathing combat 
as he raised himself up with poised forefinger to 
deliver some defiant taunt, he was a warlike, a 
chivalric figure—somehow bringing to one’s mind the 
pictureof a lionsaltant insome noble pieceof heraldry. 
Very different was the figure of Monday night. 
There was not less vigour nor less determination, 
and there was decidedly more confidence—the con- 
fidence without disillusion which comes when the 
worst of the war is over. The wine-press has been 
trodden, the fight has been fought. Mr. Gladstone 
is at last in power with a majority pledged to sustain 
his policy. Yet, with all the playful ease, the un- 
troubled mastery, with which he handled his subject 
on Monday evening, he managed to infuse into his 
position a good deal of the peculiar pathos of old 
age. He spoke as one nearer to the grave, further 
down the valley of years, as one who can say he 
“bequeaths” rather than offers to his countrya policy 
which he believes will save her honour and her best 
interests. I shall be much mistaken if that last 
solemn and touching sentence of his peroration, in 
which he appeals to his countrymen “as with his 
latest breath” to hearken to his policy of brother- 
hood and faith, does not prove the most potent word 
he has yet uttered for Home Rule. It moved the 
House when he spoke it, and if he were (which 
Heaven forbid) to be carried away before his task 
were completed, it would move his countrymen after 
him like a sacred testament from the grave. 








CUSTOM AND MYTH IN PARLIAMENT. 


——_ +e — 


R. GLADSTONE, it is well known, is one of 

the greatest sticklers for Parliamentary tradi- 

tions in the House of Commons. In this matter he 
out-Tories the most reactionary of Tories. No actor 
of the Comédie Frangaise, interpreting a rdéle in one 
of the classic pieces of the “ house's” répertoire, 
could pay more devout a heed to the traditions of his 
part than Mr. Gladstone does when performing some 
function, ceremonious or constitutional, that belongs 
to his position in Parliament. His compliments to 
the mover and seconder of the Address, for example, 
are models of traditional deportment, and the 
curious in these matters point with interest to the 
nice shades of difference between these compliments 
when Mr. Gladstone is Leader of the House, and 
when he is only Leader of the Opposition. Similar 
careful distinctions characterise his references to 
himself and to the Queen, even in the private 
negotiations with the members of his intended 
Cabinet at the various stages—(a) after he has been 
returned to power at a general election, but before 
the existing Government has been defeated in the 
House or has handed up its seals; (b) after the resigna- 
tion of the outgoing Ministry has been accepted, but 
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before he has been asked to form a new one; (c) after 
he has kissed hands, but before his nominations for 
his colleagues have been approved of; and (¢) 
after they have all kissed hands, received 
their seals, and are in due possession of their re- 
spective offices. Innumerable instances illustrating 
this trait of Mr. Gladstone’s might be cited. It is 
believed that he even looks with a fond and reverent 
eye upon the procession of Beefeaters who search 
for Guy Fawkes in the vaults of the House at 
the beginning of every session, and it is certain he 
would make an impressive resistance were it proposed 
to abolish the custom. Those who understand Mr. 
Gladstone were thus able to explain how it was that 
one of the most eloquent and earnestly delivered 
passages of his great speech of Monday night was 
one in which he emphasised an objection to his 
own proposition for curtailing the voting power 
of Irish members by explaining that such a cur- 
tailment would “break a great Parliamentary 
tradition.” “I own,” he said, “it touches me nearly, 
and cuts deeply into the heart and mind of one 
who has had a long experience of Parliament, 
and whose life has been associated for nearly three- 
score years with the life and movement of the 
British House of Commons.” The tradition he 
alluded to was the absolute equality of members of 
the House, and here are his eloquent words delivered 
as he threw his hands above his head with a solemn 
and energetic gesture: “Be the man young or old, 
be he rich or poor, be he from the ranks of the 
highest nobility or be he a representative of the 
working class, be his powers what they may be, be 
his standing here what it may, I hold, if it so must 
be, in defiance of all merely conventional considera- 
tions, that the essential equality of members of this 
House is a principle of the deepest consequence, and 
forms a part, and a fundamental part, of the environ- 
ment in which we live, and which, to a large extent, 
enters into and makes us what we are.” The force 
of this particular contention is one thing, and how 
great it is those who know the House of Commons 
can appreciate. There is no doubt the footing on 
which members from all classes and from all quarters 
of the kingdom stand towards each other in the 
House of Commons, the closeness and frecdom of 


association that exist between them, play an in- - 


ealculable part in forming the character of the 
British legislator, and in giving to the House of 
Commons its unique position amongst the de- 
liberative assemblies of the world. But we only 
wish to point out here that the vehemence with 
which Mr. Gladstone holds this view derives half 
its force from the fact that what he contends 
for is a tradition even more than it is a principle. 
Here, again, a further analysis suggests itself. It 
might be interesting to examine how much of Mr. 
Gladstone's feeling is due to the native reverence of 
his spirit for anything which is venerable, and how 
much of it is due to the fact simply that he has been 
so long a member of the House of Commons. The 
House of Commons, which is the home of antiquated 
usages and hoary anomalies, has a way which is 
very curious to notice of imperceptibly imposing its 
sentiment about these things upon those who have 
for any length of time been its members. There are, 
of course, and will remain until the end of time, two 
orders of temperament with regard to ancient cus- 
toms: one, like Mr. Gladstone's, which sees in them 
an impressive symbolism, the sltrines of ancient 
liberties and principles, the visible evidence of the 
part which a great past plays in influencing the 
present and the future; the other which regards 
them as senseless mummeries, fit objects for derision 
and, if they be any inconvenience at all, for angry 
contempt. One views with a sort of religious en- 
thusiasm, say, the ceremony which attends the visits 
of Black Rod—the door of the House of Commons 
shut in his face as he approaches, his having to knock 
three times and demand admittance as a favour 
before he is allowed to enter—as a crystallisation 
into the daily life of Parliament of one of the 





stoutest struggles of the popular Chamber to main- 
tain its privileges and liberties against the encroach- 
ments of the Lords. To the other temperament 
it is all a ridiculous nuisance, only fit for the 
children’s pantomime in Drury Lane. There will 
always remain men who will believe in the virtue of 
custom with a solemn faith, who will regard the 
perpetuation of old ways and old _ thoughts 
through the subsoil of the present as the very salt 
and savour of a nation. “ Hanc vitam veteres!” 
they will exclaim, “ Sic fortis Etruria crevit.” And 
there will exist men to whom these are the 
mere excrescences and “theatrical properties” of 
national existence. The two orders of tempera- 
ment are of course always represented in the 
House of Commons; quite independent too of political 
proclivities: for it is an odd thing, that some of 
the most conservative minds in this respect are to be 
found amongst the most daring of democratic states- 
men—Mr. Gladstone himself is the most striking case 
in point. But, with all this, the atmosphere of the 
House of Commonsitself seems to exercise a mellowing 
influenceof itsown upon itsmost irreverent spirits and 
to compel in them in course of time a species of respect 
even for its absurdities. It may be only the force 
of habit. But even Mr. Labouchere has come not only 
to put upwith manyan old wayat which he once jibed, 
but perversely to like it. This it is which operates 
with such killing inertia against the carrying out of 
those numerous reforms about the premises which 
new Members consider so desirable. They are irked 
at first and somewhat shocked at the custom of 
wearing their hats in the House, but by-and-by they 
are found defending it as one of the sacred privileges 
of Parliament. It is amazing to see the army of 
arguments that spring up ready to the hand in 
defence of every little custom, however inconvenient. 
When the House is sitting, an attendant may not put 
his foot upon the floor even to bring a telegram or a 
card toa member—the telegram or card must be passed 
from hand to hand along the benches by the members 
themselves, and many is the curious voyage it per- 
forms before it reaches its destination. But why 
should a base unelected menial touch the sacrosanct 
floor of the assembly of the nation’s representatives ? 
He may do it in the House of Lords. But that is only 
an additional reason why he must not do it in our 
House. Do you want to make the House of Com- 
mons like the American Congress, where a member 
claps his hands like a grand vizier in the “ Arabian 
Nights” and a page boy rushes in to take his orders, 
and while a man is speaking the floor is filled with 
these little boys running about with drinks and 
postage stamps to their various masters? Every man 
should have a desk. Why should he? Let him write 
in the library. A most rude thing to write while 
another is speaking. If he does not like the speech let 
him go to sleep or shout “ Divide!" The House ought 
to be shaped like a horseshoe. But the rectangular 
shape has helped to preserve the rectangularity of 
our glorious system of party government. And so 
on andsoon. For such and other copious and potent 
reasons, notwithstanding scrimmages at noon or early 
hat-plantings at five in the morning, we incline to 
believe that the size and shape of the House and its 
various bad habits will for a long time yet continue 
as they are. 








THE MODERN PRESS. 





VII.—* Puncu.” 
N' ITHING more distinctively English than Punchis 
LN to be found in the press of to-day. To carry on 
a comic paper for half a century, to deal freely with 
the social and political topics of these fifty years, to 
shoot folly as it flies with the arrows of wit and 
sarcasm, parody and caricature, and yet to give no 
just cause of offence to anybody, is surely an un- 
exampled feat in the history of the humorous press. 
Punch has accomplished this and still lives to tell 
the tale. It has had a great past and a real history, 
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to the telling of which more than one volume has 
been devoted. If one were to be tempted into any 
retrospective survey of our leading comic print, not 
one, but scores of pages would be needed for the 
purpose. What a chapter might be written about 
Thackeray’s connection with Punch, or Jerrold’s, or 
Tom Hood's, or John Leech’s! But here we have to 
deal only with the Punch of to-day—-the Punch 
which Mr. Burnand edits, and to which certain well- 
known artists and men of letters contribute. Of 
course, it is said to have fallen off in its later days. 
No human institution lasts for fifty years without 
somebody being ready to declare that it has “ fallen 
off.” Indeed, if nobody were to make that remark 
about a publication with a past, it would merely 
mean that it had started at so low a level that no fall 
of any kind was possible. Punch is certainly differ- 
ent to-day from the Punch of forty years ago. 
Tempora mutantur, and our old friend has changed 
with them. But let those who talk about a sad 
falling-off leave to others the right to differ from 
them. For our part, we hold stoutly to the opinion 
that Mr. Burnand has been able to maintain the 
standard of excellence secured by Mark Lemon and 
Tom Taylor. 

Who are the men who make the Punch of to-day, 
and provide for us week by week our harmless half- 
hour of amusement? How do they work together 
in such a fashion as to produce the harmonious 
result which is offered to us every Wednesday 
morning? Of course, there are secrets in every 
newspaper office, and Punch has its full share of 
them. We do not pretend here to lift the veil and 
reveal everything the world may wish to know 
regarding the staff and methods of our contem- 
porary; but something may be told without im- 
propriety, and without, we believe, hurting the 
feelings of a single human being. All the world has 
heard, for example, of the famous “ weekly dinner” 
of the Punch staff. It is not a dinner which is open 
to the vulgar or profane. One or two persons of 
high eminence have, it is whispered, dined at that 
sacred board, and one or two others have met the 
Punch staff elsewhere than in Bouverie Street. Did 
not Mr. Gladstone once accept an invitation from 
“Toby, M.P.,” to meet the men who, during his whole 
public career, had found in him a congenial subject 
for their satire? But the outside world knows little 
or nothing of the “Punch men,” and a few words 
about them may possibly help to explain how it 
happens that Punch itself has so long maintained 
its hold upon the affections of the British public. 
The weekly dinner is held of a Wednesday evening 
in Bouverie Street, so that whilst you are laughing 
over the new number of Punch, the men who have 
provided it for you are already busily engaged in 
the preparation of its successor. The dinner—so 
rumour asserts—is a good one, nor is “the foaming 
grape of Eastern France” absent from the board. 
The conversation, it is whispered, is quite as 
funny as anything that ever gets into print; 
and the genial contributors chaff each other 
with a freedom that they do not exercise in their 
dealings with politicians and other public men. 
Down to a recent period the dinner-table was 
always graced by the presence of Mr. Bradbury and 
Mr. Agnew, the two proprietors of the paper. But 
the unkind hand of Death has removed the former 
from the scene of weekly merriment, and for a 
season Mr. Agnew also has been compelled to absent 
himself. Over the feast the editor naturally 
presides. Now, one has only to be in the company 
of Mr. Burnand for the space of, say, half an hour, 
in order to-arrive at the conclusion that nature 
destined him, even in his cradle, for the position 
which he now fills. In the old days when fat and 
genial Mark Lemon was the editor, people were wont 
to prove his fitness for the post by a reference to 
the necessity for the presence of lemon in a certain 
beverage beloved of Mr. Pickwick. There is no need 
to resort to puns of this sort in order to justify Mr. 
Burnand’s editorship. A glance at his beaming face 





and twinkling eye, which flashes upon a joke like a 
policeman’s-lantern on a burglar, ought to suffice. 
Or if these leave you but half-convinced, listen to his 
merry laugh, and to the endless string of jests—aye, 
and of puns, too—which fall from his lips in conver- 
sation. He must have made his first pun before he 
was breeched. May it be long before he makes his 
last; but one can imagine him punning in extremis. 
To have written “ Happy Thoughts,” and thus added 
a new conversational phrase to the English lan- 
guage; to be acknowledged as the prince of paro- 
dists, who can twist his own style into the likeness 
of that of any other author of the day—these surely 
are qualifications for the office he holds not to be 
contested. But Mr. Burnand is not merely a 
humorous writer. He is a real editor, holding the 
reins with at least sufficient firmness and keeping 
his spirited team, even in their freshest moods, 
cleverly in hand. He it is who has stamped its 
character upon the Punch of to-day: and it is to his 
tact and skill that the combination of the wits of so 
many choice spirits, results not in a crude hotch- 
potch, but in a salad as wholesome as it is pleasant. 

Beside him at the board sit the artists. There is 
John Tenniel, who can boast of having produced a 
greater number of political cartoons than any other 
man alive. Most of these cartoons, as the reader 
can testify, have been of high excellence; whilst 
once and again, Tenniel, in his weekly drawing, 
shows something of the inspiration of real genius, 
and produces a picture which takes the town by 
storm. George Du Maurier—alas! there is no Keene 
now to place beside him—gentlest of social satirists, 
comes next in the artistic hierarchy to Tenniel. The 
world, which has nothing more than a nodding 
acquaintance with Mr. Du Maurier, regards him as a 
melancholy man. But it has not heard his playful 
talk among his friends, and knows nothing of the 
fine literary taste by which he is distinguished. In 
him we see the Thackeray of comic art, with some- 
thing of that vein of deeper sentiment which dis- 
tinguished Thackeray from his contemporaries in 
fiction. Mr. Linley Sambourne, suggesting by his 
appearance rather the squire of sporting proclivities 
than the artist, responds cheerfully to the chaffing 
witticisms of his neighbours, amongst whom Mr. 
Harry Furniss makes himself conspicuous. There is 
little need to dwell upon the distinctive features of 
the art of either. Individuality is strong in both 
men. A graceful and exuberant fancy directs the 
pencil of Sambourne, whilst a riotous sense of fun, a 
delight in broad caricature of the most amusing 
kind, presides over that of Furniss. May one say 
without offence that once or twice of late the latter 
has allowed himself to display rather more bitterness 
of political resentment than is consistent with the 
traditional reputation of Punch? Of the younger 
men may be mentioned Mr. Reed, son of the Member 
for Cardiff, who has already shown qualities which 
promise to make him a real addition to the artistic 
strength of the paper. 

Important as are the artists of Punch, they can 
hardly claim a greater place than belongs to the 
writers. We have spoken of Mr. Burnand. Next to 
him must be placed Mr. Lucy, whose “ Toby, M.P.,” 
has done so much not merely to uphold but to extend 
the fortunes of the periodical. Mr. Lucy is a per- 
petual source of delight to the outer world, whilst 
to his friends he is a perpetual source of wonder. 
The longer and the better they know him, the more 
amazing seems his command of an unforced wit, of 
an unequalled capacity for seeing the humorous side 
of things serious and even dull. And perhaps the 
strangest thing of all is that this capacity is allied 
to an almost unique knowledge of the forms of Par- 
liament, the persons and the characters of the poli- 
ticians of our day of every degree of importance. 
In “Toby, M.P.,” one gets something more than a 
brilliantly witty account of Parliamentary person- 
ages and proceedings. The flashing spark of Mr. 
Lucy’s humour not seldom lights up the innermost 
recesses of the mind of some man whose idiosyncrasy 
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has defied the researches of graver critics, and brings 
to view the “true truth.” A jest, we know on high 
authority, “ may find him who a sermon flies,” and 
Mr. Lucy's jests have sometimes brought home to us 
morals which all the preachers and leader-writers of 
the day had failed to impress upon the public. So, 
little as at the first blush one might think it, “ Toby, 
M.P.,” has his serious as well as his lighter side, and 
is to be counted as a real force in English politics. 
Here at Mr. Punch's table he finds himself among 
congenial spirits, none more congenial than Mr. 
Millekin, the true poet and modest man of letters, 
who has contributed to Punch from week to week 
verses not unworthy of a journal among whose poets 
Hood and Thackeray are to be counted. Here, too, is 
Mr. Guthrie, the author of “ Vice Versa,” the “ Fallen 
Idol,” and many another admirable piece of work, 
fantastic perhaps, but yet inspired by something 
near akin to genius. His “ Voces Populi” must be 
reckoned among the most successful social satires 
of modern times. Mr. Lehmann, the Admirable 
Crichton of our day, politician, athlete, poet, editor, 
humorist, who seems able to turn his hand to any- 
thing and to fail in nothing, adds to the attractions 
of the board as well as to those of the periodical; 
whilst Mr. A’Beckett worthily represents one of 
the honoured names of the older generation of 
Punch men. These and one or two others compose 
the staff of to-day. They will dine together next 
Wednesday, as they have dined together on many a 
Wednesday of the past, and amongst themselves 
arrange the leading features of the next number of 
Punch. The subject of the cartoon will be settled ; 
Mr. Millekin will get the topic for his inexhaustible 
verse; Mr. Du Maurier will put into admirable 
English the social jest which he means to illustrate 
with an equally admirable art; Mr. ——— but we 
must pause. Let us hope that many and many a 
Wednesday is yet to pass before a fresh gap is made 
in the goodly company that surrounds the mahogany 
tree in Bouverie Street. 








THE ALIEN IMMIGRANT, 


—__e#o72 — 


| AST Saturday’s debate in the House of Commons’ 
4 


leads to the conclusions long ago expressed in 
these columns by Mr. Llewellyn Smith and others. 
Direct legislation to keep the “ destitute alien” out 
of England would not be justified by the facts as yet 
ascertained, and would be hampered at the outset 
by almost insurmountable difficulties of definition. 
Meanwhile, the Ministry is doing all that can be 
done. It has taken steps to exclude such immigrants 
as are most likely to import the germs of pestilence. 
It has sent a special commissioner across the Atlantic 
to profit by American experience. Sir Charles Dilke 
maintained on Saturday that neither legislation nor 
inquiry is yet called for. Atany rate, if the Ministry 
has erred, it has erred on the safe side. 

The debate, however, suggests wider questions 
than that of the Russian Jews in London and Leeds. 
All over the world the immigration question—which 
the ordinary text-books of economics do not so much 
as contemplate—is assuming the utmost practical im- 
portance. France alone among civilised nations stands 
still in population, and her society is beginning to be 
borne down by a sprinkling of cqsmopolitan Jewish 
financiers about its summit and a wave of Belgians 
and Germans round parts of its base. New York in 
certain quarters has added new features to that bar- 
baric picturesqueness which so much impresses those 
who have eyes to see it. It is French, Italian, 
Bohemian, Hebraic, where twenty years ago it was 
only German or Irish. In Boston, according to the 
census of 1880, 67 per cent. of the population were 
of foreign parentage. Chicago, New Orleans, and 
San Francisco are full of foreign elements of the 
least desirable kind—-elements, too, represented, in 
proportion to their numbers, among the paupers, 
criminals, and criminal lunatics from three to 





five times as strongly as the native population. 
Russia is at once expelling her own five millions 
of Jews and blocking the way to the influx of 
German agriculturists into her western  pro- 
vinees. These immigrants prosper beyond measure, 
but interfere with her cherished institution of the 
Mir, and might very possibly in time of war frater- 
nise with an invading German army. What with 
restrictions both on the emigration of natives—as in 
Prussia or Austria—and on the immigration of 
foreigners—as in the United States—Mr. Pearson’s 
gloomy predictions, which we recently dealt with, 
would seem in a fair way to be verified. 

Of course there are many kinds and classes of 
immigrants to which objection can hardly be taken. 
Mr. Labouchere himself could hardly object to the 
reception England gave to the Huguenots. A different 
policy would have effectually prevented his exist- 
ence and that of Truth. Among the governing and 
intellectual classes of Europe, even putting aside the 
Jewish element, the prominence of persons of foreign 
extraction is really striking. To take a few instances 
at random. The present Premier of Hungary is the 
son of a Wiirtemberger. The present Premier of 
Austria is ultimately of Irish extraction. A French 
President and a Spanish Premier have had a similar 
origin; so have some of the best-known of the 
liberators of Chili. The late President of Argentina, 
through his mother, was a cousin of John Bright. 
Lord Reay is a Dutchman, reclaimed for the land of 
his ancestors by succession to a peerage. Mr. Mun- 
della is of Italian parentage. Professor Mommsen is 
half an Italian, and Kant’s family were originally 
Scotch. 

Nobody, of course, would wish to have kept out 
the aliens who were factors in the production of 
these eminent personages. It is a different matter 
when one looks at the masses, with a low standard of 
comfort and intelligence, who crowd into the already 
overcrowded cities and drive the lowest class of 
native worker on the rates. Owing to the peculiar 
subdivision of modern industry, this class gets a 
chance of displacing even skilled labour. So with the 
Jews in London and Leeds. So with a higher type of 
immigrant—the French Canadians in-the mills of 
New England, and the Bohemian coal miners in 
Pennsylvania. 

Now, the American argument against this class, 
like the English argument against the Russian Jew, 
is distinctly a strong one if only the facts on which 
it is based are sufficiently ascertained. An American 
economist, Professor Richmond M. Smith, to whom we 
are indebted for some of the details given above, has 
argued for restriction as follows:—Immigration at 
present is not exactly voluntary. It is stimulated 
by benevolent societies in Europe and by pushing 
steamship agents. Purely voluntary emigration 
gives a country the best kind of immigrant. Assisted 
and stimulated immigration gives it a kind that is 
only one degree from the worst. These immigrants 
lower the standard of wage and comfort, and render 
the efforts of trade unions nugatory; and the first 
duty of a country is to its own citizens. 

The political dangers are perhaps even greater than 
the economic. The city states of ancient Greece 
were in constant danger of being overborne by 
resident aliens. Now, the Greek philosophers saw 
what modern philosophers have tended to overlook, 
that political institutions are correlated to character. 
We may say, in their phrase, but altering the meaning 
of their terms, that the democratic constitution 
cannot be worked except by the democratic man. 
For this reason they insisted on the formation of an 
éthos, a civic character suited to the civic institutions. 
Modern national character is much less definable than 
this éthos, but the truth still holds. Free movement 
is good as a rule, but not invariably so. 

Fortunately, however, the modern European 
immigrant, even if he be the most degraded of 
Russian Jews, cannot permanently resist the civil- 
ising influences of his new home. Americans with 
foreign-born parents are good Americans enough. It 
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is true there are indications of sectional nationalism 
here and there in the United States. There has 
recently been an attempt—fortunately it has come 
to nothing—to obtain a separate ecclesiastical 
organisation for the German Catholic population. 
Large sections of the North-West are predominantly 
Scandinavian ; large sections of Texas are German, 
and so formerly were parts of Pennsylvania and Ohio. 

Nor is there evidence that these populations 
intermarry much. But still, in the past the descend- 
ants of foreigners have been absorbed in the great 
American nation. The Dutch of New York, the 
French of the upper Mohawk Valley, the Pennsylvania 
Germans, survive only in surnames. The Huguenot 
stocks of the Cape of Good Hope are Dutch Boers 
now. “Race” is not really a matter of blood 
so much as of association and imitation, and no 
European immigrants, at any rate, are likely to resist 
these, influences for more than a generation. Great 
and sudden influxes may very reasonably be 
checked, if only it can be decided exactly how to 
define the people one wants to keep out, and how 
to keep them from filtering in through unexpected 
channels—over the Canadian frontier, for instance, 
as Senator Hansbrough suggests in this month’s North 
American Review. But any permanent or general 
closure of frontiers, such as Mr. Pearson has recently 
predicted, would check the introduction of those 
stimulating elements of variety on which the pro- 
gress of society largely depends. 


FASHION’S LITTLE BILL. 





YWO excellent women have been deploring the 
caprice and extravagance of their sex in dress. 
Lady Jeune’s picture of luxury in the well-to-do 
classes is not overdrawn, and Miss Ada Bigg does 
not exaggerate the mischief which this wayward 
love of finery entails on the labour market. The 
evil is plain, but the remedy to which Miss Bigg 
looks forward—the ultimate adoption by women of 
a national or even an international garb—is rather 
trying to the gravity. Wemay reach astage of civili- 
sation in which the State, amongst its multifarious 
duties, will undertake the task of fixing the feminine 
uniform; but as this department of Socialism must be 
managed by a bureaucracy of ladies, does Miss Bigg 
imagine that they will be content with one stereo- 
typed pattern, expressing the immutable taste of all 
women in the country, or in all countries? Can 
feminine dress ever fall into the march of evolution, 
and the poet proclaim that through fashion one un- 
changing purpose runs, and the skirts of girls are 
widened by the process of the suns? Mr. Charles 
Pearson cheerfully anticipates the time when origin- 
ality shall disappear, and when the genius of the 
individual man shall be effaced by the commonplaces 
of aggregate humanity. It may be that from such 
a system the world will owe its salvation to the 
caprice of women, and that the very inequality of 
the sexes, now denounced by some social reformers, 
will prove the saving grace of mankind. No doubt 
it is the irony of this destiny which makes 
woman in our day such a costly ornament. 
She is at once the most spiritual element in 
creation and the most material. She attunes us to 
the finer harmonies of life, and she makes us pay 
the piper. When luxury becomes dominant in 
society, she revels in every fantasy of extravagance. 
Lady Jeune recalls the simple taste of our grand- 
mothers—their content with few dresses and plain 
materials, and with an old costume turned by 
the deft fingers of the lady’s-maid. Nowadays the 
grandmotherly ideal of woman’s sphere is despised. 
She is to play an equal part with man in all the 
relations of life,and to redeem that barbarism which 
distinguishes the merely male administration of public 
affairs. But with this yearning for the responsibilities 
of citizenship there is a marked growth of woman's 
decorative instinct. Lady Jeune laments that the 





feminine passion for dress is developing in White- 
chapel as well as in Belgravia. The fine bird must 
have fine feathers, whether she warbles Tosti in the 
boudoir or the last chanson of Bessie Bellwood in the 
alley. It will no longer do to tell us that woman 
tricks herself out because man’s plaything must find 
favour in his eyes. It is the common opinion of 
experts that women dress—not to please men, but to 
outshine one another. And the triumph of the ball or 
the dinner-party is not the conquest of the mere 
man, but the consciousness that some feminine rival 
in an inferior gown has gone home in a frenzy of 
eclipse. 

What say the dressmakers? One of them 
explained the situation with agreeable candour to a 
representative of the Westminster Gazelle. “ Dress 
is becoming more extravagant every year. Women 
dress to outshine one another. Costly details are 
thrown away onaman. He cannot appraise the 
value of a gown; he only likes what pleases him.” 
This has a pleasant flavour of art-criticism. Just as 
the uneducated picture-seer judges a canvas in pure 
ignorance of technique, so the average husband 
appreciates the miracle of art arrayed in which 
his wife goes forth to strike envy into the 
souls of her feminine acquaintance. But the 
miracle is so costly that the average husband is 
growing mean. “Extravagant ladies with large 
incomes of their own, who,have no need to ask their 
husbands for money—some of them are very mean 
—will spend a thousand or a couple of thousand on 
clothes.” The husband who studies the details of 
two dressmaking bills in the Wes/minster Gazette 
may be excused for regarding meanness as an 
economic virtue. One yearly account shows a total 
of nearly fifteen hundred pounds. The fair debtor 
indulged in a new evening dress every three months, 
a new tea-gown every four months, and a new 
dinner dress in the same period. She had thirty- 
two dresses in the twelvemonth, not counting an 
opera mantle, a seal cloak, or a variety of delicacies 
which it might be obtrusive to detail. Another 
customer of the tradeswoman who despises the 
meanness of husbands, contrived to run up 
a bill of six hundred and eighty pounds in four 
months for twenty dresses. This ornament of society 
belongs to a class whose habits are described by the 
modiste with engaging frankness. “Consider how 


-many gowns a smart woman wears aday. She sips 


her early cup of tea in a négligée—some chic French 
affair in cashmere and lace usually—then comes the 
tailor-made morning gown. After lunch an ela- 
borate calling gown, at five o'clock the _ tea- 
gown, and finally a dinner or ball toilette. If 
you count a riding-habit, that would make six 
changes. Thus, you see, a fashionable lady does 
little else but dress and undress all day.” Do these 
particulars excite indignation in the majority of 
feminine bosoms ? Does the domestic critic say to her- 
self, “ What shameful waste!” or does her fancy linger 
with covetous wing over that pile of finery heaped 
up on a four months’ bill? Is there any widespread 
and deep-rooted conviction that the higher education 
of women will eventually root out this love of display, 
and make them as indifferent to dress as the ordinary 
man whose monotonous costumeexcites the admiration 
of Miss Bigg? This crusade may appeal to the most 
elevated sentiments ; but such is the subjugation of 
man to the ornamental charm of womanhood, that 
although he may be staggered by dressmakers’ bills, 
he is not likely to exercise any organised pressure in 
the direction of austere simplicity. He is impressed 
by the earnestness of Lady Jeune, and he smiles at 
the fervour of Miss Bigg; but to a scepticism 
about the capacity of society to make any sump- 
tuary laws for women, he adds a sneaking gratifi- 
cation in the excesses of feminine adornment. As 
long as he does not pay the bill, why should he 
grudge the bird her plumage? All luxury is vicious, 
but a beautiful woman exquisitely dressed is sovereign 
over the masculine economist. The phrase-maker 
who said that beauty unadorned is adorned the 
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most was egregiously ignorant of human nature. 
Women might convert men to the belief that some 
simple dress was the most captivating, just as they 
might decree that diamonds are too barbaric, and 
that the practice of piercing the ears is worthy only 
of South Sea Islanders. But, failing some organic 
change in their ideas of decoration, they will con- 
tinue to distress Miss Bigg and to draw jeremiads 
from Lady Jeune, without convincing man that the 
charm of the picture is not enhanced by the richness 
of the frame. 








GOOD BISHOP VALENTINE. 


—_ oo ——_ 


TYNE reader will remember how Lamb imagines 

him as a rubicund priest of Hymen, and pictures 
him “attended with thousands and ten thousands of 
little loves, and the air is 


Brush’d with the hiss of rustling wings. 


Singing Cupids are thy choristers and thy pre- 
centors; and instead of the crozier, the mystical 
arrow is borne before thee.” Alas, who indeed 
would have expected the bitter historical truth, and 
have dreamed that poor Valentine, instead of being 
that rosy vision, was one of the Church’s most 
unhappy martyrs? Tradition has but two pieces of 
information about him—that during the reign of 
Claudius II., probably in the year 270, he was “ first 
beaten with heavy clubs, and then beheaded,” and 
likewise that he was a man of exceptional chastity of 
character—a fact that may be considered no less 
paradoxical in regard to his genial reputation. He 
was certainly the last man to have been the patron 
saint of young blood, and if he has any cognisance of 
the frivolities done in his name, the knowledge must 
be more painful to him than all the clubs of Claudius. 
Unhappy saint! To have his good name murdered 
also! To be through all time the high-priest of that 
very “ paganism” which he died to repudiate; the 
one most potent survival throughout Christian times 
of the joyous old order he would fain supplant! 
Could anything be more characteristic of the whim- 
sical humour of Time, which loves nothing better 
than to make a laughing-stock of human symbolism ? 
The savage putting a stray dress-coat to solemn 
sacerdotal usage, or taking some blackguard of a 
Mulvaney for a very god, is not more absurd than 
mankind thus ignorantly bringing to this poor 
martyr throughout the years the very last 
offering he can have desired. Surely it must 
have filled his shade with a strange bewilder- 
ment to have watched us year by year bringing 
him garlands and the sweet incense of young 
love, to have seen this gay company approach his 
shrine with laughter and roses, a very bacchanal, 
where he had looked for sympathetic sackcloth and 
ashes—surely it must have all seemed a silly, 
sacrilegious jest. However, he is long since slan- 
dered beyond all hope of restitution. So long as 
the spring moves in the blood, lovers will doubtless 
continue to take his name in vain, and feign his 
saintly sanction for their charming indiscretions. 
Indeed, he is fabled by the poets to be responsible 
for the billing and cooing of the whole creation. 
Everybody knows that the birds, too, pair on 
St. Valentine’s Day—we have many a poet's word 
for it. Donne's charming lines, for instance: 
“ All the air is thy diocese, 
And all the chirping choristers 
And other birds are thy parishioners : 
Thou marriest every year 
The lyrique lark, and the grave whispering dove, 
The sparrow, that neglects his life for love, 
The household bird with the red stomacher ; 
Thou mak’st the blackbird speed as soon 
As doth the goldfinch or the halyeon.” 


In fact, it would appear that St. Valentine was, 
literally, a hedge-priest! 

But do lovers still, one wonders, observe his 
Do they still 


ancient (though mistaken) Rites? 





have a care whose pretty face they should first set 
eyes on on Valentine’s morning, like Mistress Pepys, 
who kept her eyes closed the whole forenoon lest 
they should portend a mésalliance with one of those 
tiresome “ paynters” at work on the gilding of the 
pictures and the chimney-piece? Or do they with 
throbbing hearts “draw” for the fateful name, or 
weighting little inscribed slips of paper with lead or 
breadcrumbs, and dropping them into a basin of 
water, breathlessly await the name that shall first 
float up to the surface? Do they still perform that 
terrible feat of indigestion, which consisted of 
eating a hard-boiled egg, shell and all, to inspire 
the presaging dream, and pin five bay-leaves upon 
their pillows to make it the surer? 

We are told they do, these happy, superstitious 
lovers, though probably the practices obtain now 
mostly among a class of fair maids who have none 
of Mrs. Pepys’ fears of “ paynters,’ and who even 
are not averse toa bright young plumber. Indeed, 
it is to be feared that the one sturdy survival of St. 
Valentine is to be sought in the “ ugly valentine.” 
This is another of Time's jests—to degrace the beauti- 
ful and distinguished, and mock at old-time sanctities 
with coarse burlesque. We see it constantly in the 
fortunes of old streets and squares, once graced with 
the gallant and the sedan-chair, the very cynosure of 
the polite and elegant world, but now vocal. with 
the clamorous wrongs of the charwoman and the 
melancholy appeal of the coster. We see it, too, in 
the ups and downs of words once aristocratic or 
tender, words once the very signet of polite conver- 
sation, now tossed about amid the very offal of 
language. We see it when some noble house, an 
illustrious symbol of heroic honour, the ark of high 
traditions, finds its reductio ad absurdum in some 
hare-brained turf-lord, who defiles its memories as 
he sells its pictures. But no lapse could be more 
pitiful than the end of St. Valentine. Once the day 
on which great gentlemen and great ladies exchanged 
stately and, as Pepys frequently complained, costly 
compliments ; when the ingenuity of love tortured 
itself for the sweetest conceit wherein to express the 
very sweetest thing, the May-day of the heart; when 
the very birds were Cupid’s messengers, and all the 
world wore ribbons and made pretty speeches. What 
is it now? The festival of the servants’ hall. It 
is the sacred day set apart for the cook to 
tell the housemaid in vividly illustrated verse 
that she need have no fear of the policeman 
thinking twice of her; of the housemaid to make un- 
generous reflections on “ cookey’s” weight and com- 
plexion, and to assure that “queen of the larder” 
that it is not her, but her puddings, that take the 
constabulary heart. It is the day when inoffensive 
little tailors receive anonymous letters beginning 
“You silly snip”; when the baker is unpleasantly 
reminded of his immemorial sobriquet of “ Daddy 
Dough,” and coarse insult breaks the bricklayer’s 
manly heart. Perhaps of all its symbols the most 
typical and popular are—a nursemaid,a perambulator 
enclosing twins, and a gigantic dragoon. In fact, we 
are faced by this curious development—that the day 
once sacred to universal compliment is now mainly 
dedicated to low and foolish insult. Oh, that whirligig! 

Do true lovers still remember the day to keep it 
holy, one wonders? Does Ophelia still sing beneath 
the window, and do the love-birds still carry on their 
celestial postage? One fears that all have gone with 
the sedan-chair, the stage-coach, and last year's 
snow. Will the true lovers go next? But, indeed, 
a florist told us that he had sold many flowers for 
“valentines” this year, and that that prettier 
practice of sending flowers was, he thought, sup- 
planting the tawdry and stereotyped offering of 
cards. Which reminds one of an old verse: 


‘The violet made haste to appear, 
To be her bosom guest, 
With first primrose that grew this year 
I purchas’d from her breast; 3 
To me, 
Gave she, 
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Her golden lock for mine ; 
My ring of jet, 
For her bracelet, 

I gave my Valentine.” 








MISS ROBINS AND THE MASTER BUILDER. 





A CONVERSATION REPORTED. 


a L ILDA WANGEL, the heroine of The Master 

Builder, that Mr. Herbert Waring and I 
are to bring out next Monday afternoon at the 
Trafalgar Square Theatre, is a creation so abso- 
lutely new” said Miss Robins, “that I, who was 
so ready to welcome her, to receive her with open 
arms when I first made her acquaintance, was 
simply staggered by her personality.” It was 
curious to note how Miss Robins throughout spoke 
of Hilda Wangel as a woman whom she knew in 
the flesh, rather than as an imaginary being born 
of a poet’s brain. 

**T do not, as a rule, like,” she continued, hesitat- 
ing, “to speak much of the manner in which I con- 
ceive a part I am about to act. I feel so keenly 
that my duty as an actress is to interpret my ideal 
according to the methods of my art; and yet I 
should like to say something of this wild creature, 
who has been my companion for months, who is full 
of moods, fantastic, unmoral as a Dryad, and who 
is yet so much a being of to-day; a woman of the 
latter half of the nineteenth century.” 

Has this latest play of Ibsen’s been acted on the 
Continent ? 

* Yes, in Christiania; and itis going to be brought 
out in Paris. I read it in the original last summer. 
It has been translated for me, and sent to me slip 
by slip.” 

Does it deal with any social, psychological, or 
physiological problem ? 

“Yes; firstly, with the marriage question, and 
then with that strange new force—that hypnotic 
personal influence, which is gradually being recog- 
nised as a scientific fact, and which, for the first 
time, Ibsen has definitely taken as a motif for 
his art. The great architect, or Master Builder, 
Halvard Solness, possesses that power. Kaia 
Fosti, a young girl in his office engaged to be 
married to his clerk, a man of genius, Ragnar 
Brovik, is under its influence, and her interest 
in the rest of the world is wiped out. Ragnar 
himself no longer interests her. Solness is some- 
where about fifty years of age. He began by 
being religious and building churches; but when 
God took his two children from him, he grew bitter 
against Providence, gave up building churches and 
took to building beautiful homes for human beings. 
When the play begins he has just completed a home 
for himself. His wife is a jaded, plaintive, low- 
voiced woman, full of goodness. He has never 
admitted to himself that he has ceased to love her; 
but to be married to her is like being companioned 
with the dead. The fact also of these two being 
childless, and its influence over their relationship, 
is worked into the fibre of the play. The Master 
Builder is chilled to the heart with the depres- 
sion of his wife’s companionship. He feels also 
that his day is setting; that, as he supplanted 
the great architect before him, so, now, Nemesis 
will have it, he is to be supplanted probably by 
Ragnar, his clerk. He is confiding the sadness in his 
life to his doctor. It is evening; the lamps are lit; the 
day’s work is done. He tells that he hates the young 
generation arising, with its claims, knocking—— As 
he says this a loud knock is heard, the door is thrown 
open, and there whirls into the study Hilda, clad in 
a mountaineering costume. This wild creature, a 


being that seems born of the wind, an incarnate 
breath of nature, audacious, vital, has tramped over 
the mountains, by the side of the fiords, to come to 
him. 

“It may seem absurd,” says Miss Robins with a 





laugh, “ but I have had hob-nailed shoes made—I feel 
Hilda would have been shod thus for her strange 
journey. I know her so well. The thought of her 
brings with it the scent of the heather; it affects 
me like a glimpse of the fiords. Solness does not 
recognise her, but she forces him to remember. Ten 
years ago, they met. She was a school-girl. He 
promised to come and fetch her in ten years; he 
called her his princess ; he promised her a kingdom ; 
he promised to build her a castle. She reminds him 
that she was one of those who saw him climb to the 
top of the steeple he had built and, as is the custom 
for the architect to do, place a wreath upon its 
summit. He kissed her. This Solness denies. He 
wished to kiss her; and the wish by this hypnotic 
power he possesses affected her as if in truth he had 
kissed her. As he placed the wreath on the steeple 
he vowed never to build another church to the God 
who had deprived him of his children. Below Hilda 
waved her banner and cried ‘Hurrah!’ she alone 
heard his voice, and it had affected her like the 
ringing of bells. And the spell he cast over 
her in her early girlhood remained with her, and at 
the appointed time she has come into his life. The 
meeting between this exuberantly vital being and 
the worn wife soon occurs. ‘When I look at 
you I seem to be looking towards the sunrise,’ 
says the Master Builder, who feels the chill as 
of coming night at the approach of the wife, 
who is worth worlds-full cf women like this fan- 
tastic, conscience-lacking Hilda.” I must not dwell 
any further on this interpretation of a woman 
as full of contradictions as is human nature, 
except to point out two subtle touches in Ibsen’s 
delineation: Hilda’s impressionability of nature 
takes, in a measure, the place of conscience—it 
makes her shrink from inflicting pain upon one 
she knows, and she hesitates to injure the woman 
who makes her the confidante of a sordid tragedy 
in life. In another scene, Hilda is the means of 
forcing Solness to act generously when he was 
about to act meanly; and the feeling that urges 
her to do this is but another form of that egoism 
which impels her to make extraordinary claims upon 
life. She cannot bear that the man under whose 
sway she has been so long, should show weak- 
ness. Suflice it to say that one day last summer 
some friends met Ibsen in high spirits. To 


-their questions concerning the reason of his un- 


usual excitement he would answer only, “ To-day 
I have finished my second act; and I have made 
Hilda do the contrary of what Hedda did; for Hedda 
Gabbler destroyed the lifework of a man of genius, 
while Hilda helps to save a life’s work.” One other 
characteristic touch in Hilda—her catch-word, 
“ frightfully thrilling” ; it comes in these moments 
of emotion in which she delights, whether sinister or 
delightful. 

The crisis satisfies Miss Robins’s artistic sense. 
“The play came to me bit by bit; when the last 
sheet, the last scene came, I felt I must play it or 
I should die.” No more need be said after this, 
and yet it was pleasant to hear, even if it sounded 
as an anti-climax, that in each case but one, the 
parts are to be filled by the actors Miss Robins and 
her co-manager had wished should fill them from 
the first. A. C. 








DISTURBANCES IN ASIA MINOR. 





CONSTANTINOPLE, February 8th, 1893, 


TWNHE Egyptian Question has caused no little excite- 

ment in Constantinople, and there is reason to 
believe that the action of the Khedive was prompted 
by suggestions from this city. 

The excitement in Bulgaria over the proposed 
modification of the Constitution is considerable, 
although the public expression of opposition is 
strongly repressed by the Government, and the aid of 
the Turks has been secured to prevent the Exarch 
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from discussing the question in his newspaper, which 
is published here. 

But the public interest has within a few days 
been turned from these questions to speculation upon 
events in Asia Minor. It is not easy to learn exactly 
what has happened there, as the Turkish Govern- 
ment has done its best to suppress all news from that 
quarter; but there seems to be no doubt that a 
singular demonstration was made there about three 
weeks ago, which has caused intense excitement 
and alarm both there and here, and has had some 
unhappy results. One morning a proclamation was 
found posted on all the mosques, churches, and 
public buildings—in all the towns and villages of 
Central Asia Minor—denouncing the Sultan as a 
tyrant and usurper, and calling upon the people of 
all nationalities to make ready for a revolution 
which was impending, and would be supported by 
England. I have not seen a copy of this proclama- 
tion, but this was the substance of it. It was 
written in Osmanli Turkish, and posted in purely 
Turkish villages as well as in the towns—and the 
work was all done in one night. This would imply 
that there must have been a large number of persons 
concerned in the plot, and that it could not have been 
the work of the Armenians alone. They must have 
had Turkish coadjutors to reach the Turkish villages. 
It is also a new thing in Turkey to find any number 
of persons engaged in a conspiracy without any 
traitors among them to reveal the matter to the 
Government. 

It is not easy to see what the authors of this 
demonstration expected to gain by it; but the actual 
results, so far as we know them, have been riotous 
outbreaks on the part of Turks in sympathy with 
the Government, and a very large number of arrests. 
At Marsivan, near Amasia, the governor of the town 
charged the American missionaries residing there 
with being the authors of the proclamation, and 
under this inspiration a mob attacked the mission 
schools and burned them. It is believed that the 
missionaries escaped with their lives. Nothing could 
be more absurd or farther from the truth than this 
charge against the American missionaries, which was 
based simply on the fact that these proclamations 
were written by a patent process which the mis- 
sionaries were known to use in their schools. In 
fact, the missionaries have used all their influence to 
dissuade the Armenians from revolutionary move- 
ments. They sympathise, of course, with their desire 
to secure the privileges promised in the Treaty of 
Berlin, but they see—as do all sensible men—that 
any attempt to obtain these by arms must result 
in useless bloodshed and suffering of every kind, for 
the Armenians in Asia Minor are everywhere in a 
hopeless minority. 

If, as seems probable, there were Turks as well as 
Armenians concerned in this demonstration, it is a 
much more serious matter for the Sultan than any 
pure Armenian outbreak; but we must wait for 
further information before we can form any judg- 
ment on this view of the matter. 

That there is deep and widespread dissatisfaction 
among the Turks is generally believed ; but although 
at the time of the deposition of Abd-ul-Aziz there 
was a movement to enlist the Christians in the con- 
spiracy, there has been nothing of late to indicate 
any inclination on the part of disaffected Turks to 
sympathise with the Armenians. That the trouble in 
Asia Minor is very serious is-plain, but its full 
significance cannot be determined now. We must 
wait for further developments. 

February 9th, 

Later advices from Asia Minor seem to confirm 
the reports that the demonstration there was quite 
as much Turkish as Armenian, and it is said, on good 
authority, that it was carried out in part by the 
Softas who were expelled from Constantinople by 
order of the Sultan in the autumn. It was believed 
at the time, although expressly denied by the 
Turkish papers, that they had been engaged in a 
conspiracy here, and it is certain that some 3,000 of 





them were summarily dismissed from the Mednessés 
and sent to their homes. In addition to the riots 
mentioned above, we have news of serious fighting 
in at least one town. As the people have been 
arming themselves for many months past, still more 
serious difficulties may follow. It is not known here 
whether the Government has made any effort to 
arrest the Turks engaged in this affair, but a very 
large number of Armenians have been imprisoned. 

The English and German Embassies have made 
common cause in urging the Turkish Government to 
take all necessary action to secure the peace of the 
country and put a stop to this movement; and the 
American and German Consuls have gone to Marsivan 
to investigate the riots there. 

The Armenians will probably be the chief 
sufferers, and the Sultan has little to fear from 
a movement in Asia Minor unless it is supported 
by a strong party at Constantinople, or made a 
pretext for interference by Russia. 








LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


“THE FOE WITHIN THE GATE.” 

Srr,—You deserve the hearty congratulations of your party 
for your vigorous protest against the electoral tacties of the 
Labour section. It is about time the tail was peremptorily told 
to cease its attempts to wag the dog. Do the Labour politicians 
hope to further their cause by playing into the hands of the 
Tories’ It suits the Tories just now to tell the Labour party 
that Codlin is their friend, not Short; but never will Tory 
squires and capitalists pin their faith to the gospel according to 
Keir Hardie. 

I am not sure that the Liberal party is altogether 
free from blame for the clashing of opinion and the colli- 
sion of ideals within the ranks. In his day J. S. Mill 
complained that the Liberals were losing confidence in their 
creed. Since then the evil has increased till now, instead of a 
creed, we have a thing of shreds and patches. Mr. John 
Morley made a similar complaint in a review article not many 
years ago. He pointed out that in the old days the Liberal 
creed was an organic unity, and had its roots ina comprehensive 
theory of human nature and of social development. If we had 
followed the traditions of the Mills, the Benthams, the 
Grotes—if we had been careful to see that our political 
creed was a logical off-shoot from our general theory of 
development, the present difficulties would not have arisen, or, 
if they had, they would have been brought to the feet of a large 
and luminous generation, instead of being left in the region of 
chaos. 

Your article leads to the hope that THe SpPrAKER will do 
much to supply Liberalism with a philosophie backbone. What 
the party needs is guidance—and where can they look for 
coherent principles and pregnant generalisations but to THE 
SPEAKER, which is discharging an important function on the 
rallying point for the man of ideas and the man of action ?—I 
am, ete., H. C. MACPHERSON. 

Balerno, Midlothian. 


Sr1r,—I think if you were to open the columns of THE 
Speaker for a discussion on the diminished hold that Liberal 
principles have upon the working classes in the North, you would 
be doing a great service toour party. It is no use blinking the 
fact—the Liberal party does not receive the support which it 
is entitled to from the working classes. I perhaps ought to 
except the miners. Why is this? I think you answer it very 
well in your article on “ Foes Within the Gates.” “ It seems to 
lie,” you say, “in the fact that a new gospel—a gospel of pure 
and unadulterated selfishness—is being vigorously preached in 
those constituencies, and is obtaining a certain amount of popu- 
larity among the less wise of the electors.” I fully endorse these 
views. With twenty-five years’ experience in connection with 
party organisation, and having been chairman of the Liberal 
Association in an important Lancashire constituency at the last 
three elections, I trust I may claim some right to speak on this 
momentous subject. The spirit of selfishness is rampant in the 
electorate. Polities are becoming degraded, being made a 
question of five per cent, advance or reduction in wages, and 
the idea of suffering for a good cause is for ever banished. The 
gospel of comfort is the leading idea of the new movement. 
* Don’t do anything yourself if someone else will do it for you” 
is the keynote of large numbers of the voters. If any of your 
readers doubt my words, let him try and collect funds for 
registration expenses in connection with his association. I know 
of no heavier or more discouraging work. 


Now, what has brought this feeling about? I hold that 
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it is largely fostered by the Sunday press in the North of 
England, and with the advent of this elass of literature has 
cominenced that lowering of tone among the electors which you 
do well to refer to. This will have to be met by newspapers of 
a more wholesome kind and of a higher stamp of literary attain- 
ments. A popular Liberal Sunday newspaper is the great want 
of Lancashire and the surrounding districts. Instead of being 
told in the Sunday press that the working classes have nothing 
to expect from “ that bauble shop at Westminster,” the grandeur 
of representative institutions, and the struggles that have taken 
place to secure our liberties, must be proclaimed. I have been a 
constant reader of the Sunday literature in the North, and have 
often been pained by the way every good movement for social 
reform has ,been sneered at. The tone of the articles has been 
on a par with the wit of the tap-room. I noticed your article on 
the Weekly Sun. I wish we had “ T. P.” in the North with a 
Sunday newspaper, for, as you say, “ who in polities or society 
would now be without his racy paper of a Sunday morning ?” 
The Sunday papers in Lancashire and Yorkshire, with their 
enormous circulation, are doing an immense amount of damage 
to many good causes by the doctrines of selfishness which they 
ineuleate. Will you lend your influence to awaken North 
Country Liberals to the dangers which are at their doors, and 
to the necessity of adopting prompt measures for meeting them ? 
—Yours, ete., A LANCASHIRE RADICAL. 
Leigh, February 13th, 1893. 








A FIDDLER’S VALENTINE. 





JRETTY player, from thy strings 
Little whispers take them wings, 

Take them wings and hie to me: 
In my hollow heart they dwell 
Clapping it as *twere a bell 

Ding-a-ding inside o’ me. 

Hand to play and heart to ring— 
Together might they make a spring 
On earth beyond imagining ! 

But nay, and nay; 

For now my love’s denied to me; 
Therefore, dear, lay down thy fiddle. 
Clip me onee around the middle, 

Kiss and say good-bye to me. Q. 








A LITERARY CAUSERIE. 





SoME BELIEFS ABOUT STYLE. 


NTHONY TROLLOPE in his egregious Memoir 
of Thackeray took the trouble to offer some 
remarks on literary “style.” Obviously enough 
they were offered in a spirit of concession. Trollope 
himself, as he very plainly hints, cared something 
less than a snap of the fingers for Style: but since 
Thackeray possessed a style, and was admired for it, 
some observations on Thackeray's style would be 
looked for in the Memoir. Therefore the biographer, 
whose whole life had been spent in “catering for” 
the public, accinged himself cheerfully to meet 
the demand, and produced his famous comparison 
between Style and a suit of clothes. 


A perfect style resembles the suit of a well- 
dressed man—it fits well and nobody remarks it. 
Give, if you please, your particular attention to this 
aphorism. It falls so engagingly upon the ear: it 
appears at once so acute and so respectable : and it is 
so infinitely stupid. I have spent an hour casting 
plummets into the stupidity of it, and can find no 
bottom atall. As a justification of Trollope’s own 
style (if Trollope’s own style were under discussion) 
it would, if it were only true, be triumphant. But 
no proposition can be true that has not a meaning: 
and if you try to embrace the meaning of this one, it 
vanishes, like the ghost of Odysseus’ mother, into 
thin air. 

“ A man is best attired when his attire excites no 
attention.” The average male has said this so often 
that, even if he did not believe it to begin with, it 
has now become his firm conviction. Women listen 
to him, a thought wearily, but politely. They know 





better, of course. They have given much of their 
best intelligence to the art of dressing: they know 
about it, and would as soon think of flying as of 
dressing to excite no attention: but like most people 
who know, they are dumb before the confident 
amateur. To correct him would take time and a 
tedious threshing out of first principles, all strange 
and terrifying to the amateur, but to them as 
familiar as the ABC. It is sufficient here to note 
that the aphorism counsels a man to adapt his dress- 
ing to conditions of which he can have no knowledge. 
He is to excite no attention: this is to say his 
success or failure will depend entirely upon the kind 
of person he happens to meet when he fares abroad. 
The costume which casts but a blurred image upon 
the retina of a fool will come perilously near to 
win a discriminating notice from the alert observer. 
I speak here of men only: for of men alone can it 
be said that some are observant of dress and others are 
not. The dress which will escape a woman’s criti- 
cism has yet to be invented. So it would appear 
that the man who arrays himself with the express 
purpose of exciting no attention is predestinated to 
fail before one-half of his fellow-creatures, and can 
only succeed before the other half under a combina- 
tion of circumstances nothing short of miraculous. 


From the simile we will turn to the application. 
That style of writing is perfect which excites no 
attention in the reader. Very well. Then if your 
reader is a dolt, all styles of writing are perfect: 
and if your reader has a trained intelligence, all are 
faulty. And as readers are, in fact, of all kinds, the 
same sentence cannot help possessing all possible 
degrees of merit. And this is the mess into which 
an author may be expected to land himself, who, 
after a lifetime spent in giving the public just what 
it wants, sits down in an evil hour to construct a 
theory. 


Let us ascend from these depths to consider a 
theory that is pretty widely held, and by good 
critics—that the best writer is he who says precisely 
what he wishes to say with the least apparent 
effort. There is something very taking in this view, 
and we feel inclined to sit down and draw up a 
hierarchy at once, to tabulate the styles of British 
authors in order of merit. But no sooner have we 
begun our list than we make distressing discoveries, 
one of which is that in the matter of style Sir 
Thomas Browne will come some way below the 
author of “ Mr. Barnes of New York.” Clearly then 
we must qualify our theory by the admission that 
a good deal depends on what an author has to im- 
part: and that his style is not necessarily perfect 
because, desiring to say no more than “ Boh!” to 
a goose, he is able to say “Boh!” precisely and 
without effort. 


Moreover, the ability to say precisely what you 
mean may be the blessed consequence of possessing 
a very limited vocabulary. We have all marvelled 
at the unhesitating and unerring sentences winged 
from the lips of the usual auctioneer. He may not— 
we will hope he does not—always mean what he 
says: but he always says what he means to say. 
Speculating upon his effective glibness, I have con- 
vinced myself that its roots lie in sheer poverty of 
speech. His epithets are constant. He reduces 
scenery to its simplest terms. “ Bosky” has never 
suggested itself to him when he desired to say 
“beautifully timbered,” nor has he ever been driven 
to choose between “ commanding an extensive view” 
or “having a wide prospect.” As a writer, he aims 
straight because he has no room in which to miss. 
And, other things being equal, I prefer my author to 
have a large vocabulary. 


To use the inevitable word without effort—that 
is a high ambition. But-how, after all, shall we 
critics decide that this or that word is inevitable? 
It seems, in one way, a pity that the Word-Guessing 
competitions were not allowed to go on. In time 
they would infallibly have produced a man with a 
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“system”; and from him, perhaps, we might have 
learnt to distinguish inevitability from mere caprice. 
I will choose a quotation at random—two lines 
from Perdita’s speech in Act iv. of The Winter's 
Tale : 
“ ____ daffodils, 
That come before the swallow dares, and take 
The winds of March with beauty.” 


We assert that it could not have been better said. 
But if Shakespeare had written— 


and charm 
The winds of Mareh with beauty,” 





has there ever been a critic on earth able to spy out 
the imperfection? To us now, the word “take” 
seems perfect in its place: we can see easily enough 
its superiority to “charm”: but I make bold to 
weaken the lines still further—much further—and 
say that even had they stood— 
“____ daffodils, 
That come before the swallow comes, and charm 
The winds of March with beauty,” 


we should have accepted them as the best that 
could be written. In other words, by “ perfection of 
style” we mean absolutely nothing, for we speak of 
a never-fixed mark, whose worth is quite unknown, 
and whose height has neither been taken nor by any 
possibility can be taken. 


Probably mortal man can attain no nearer to 
perfection of speech than to say a certain thing in 
such a way that no successor will even dare to say 
it in different words. But even so our only criterion 
is the good taste of the very worst and most shame- 
less plagiarist—a being who, ex hypothesi, has no 
knowledge at all of perfection. And, on the whole, 
a man who delights in both Sir Thomas Browne and 
William Wordsworth will do well to have no theories 
at all about style. A. T. Q. C. 





REVIEWS. 





AN ANGLO-INDIAN STATESMAN ON ANGLO- 
INDIAN HISTORY. 


THe Rise or tHE Brirish Dominion tn Indra. By Sir 
Alfred Lyall, K.C.B. (“ University Extension Manuals.”) 
London ; John Murray. 

IR ALFRED LYALL is indisputably the most dis- 
kK. tinguished member of the covenanted Civil Service 
of India at present amongst us. Others may have 
had a longer administrative career, others may have 
written a greater quantity of books, others may 
have attempted to crown an Indian career by taking 
part in English politics, but no one has succeeded as 
he has done in impressing his mark upon his genera- 
tion. As statesman, poet, and philosopher, he is 
generally admitted to be one of the ornaments of 
the Queen’s Civil Service in India, and holds his 
place well with the many-sided civil servants of 
the great days of the East India Company. In 
some respects he is a modern counterpart of 
Mountstuart Elphinstone, the accomplished civil 
servant and historian whose life has _ recently 
been adequately treated by Mr. J. S. Cotton, and 
there is no man in the long roll of able men 
who have served in India since Elphinstone more 
worthy to be compared with him than Sir Alfred 
Lyall. His “ Asiatic Studies” have become classic, 
and form the basis and starting-point for modern 
investigations into Indian problems; the essay on 
Clanship marks in even a wider sense a fresh 
development of an important department of human 
knowledge. His poems contain thoughts and pas- 
sages which have sunk deep into the hearts of all 
Anglo-Indians, and betoken a thorough grasp of the 
problems and difficulties which beset them. His 
career as an administrator has profoundly affected 
the attitude of the Government of India in one of 


its most important departments, and has left its | 





traces in the province over which he held sway at 
the close of his Indian service. What Sir Alfred 
Lyall, experienced administrator, brilliant poet, and 
philosophical essayist, has to say on the history of 
British rule in India deserves, therefore, serious 
attention, and is certain to receive it. 

As an historical work, the little volume is a dis- 
appointment. Possibly Sir Alfred Lyall has not the 
temperament of the historian of to-day; certainly 
he has made no effort to absorb and digest the vast 
amount of accumulated material, in print and in 
manuscript, which is waiting for an historian to sift 
and unravel a philosophical and connected story 
from it. But we must be thankful for what we 
have got. Sir Alfred Lyall has made no attempt to 
trench on the domain of Sir William Hunter. He 
has preferred to write a luminous and brilliant essay 
rather than an historical sketch. Possibly he may 
have felt that University Extension students—and 
his volume is one of a series of “ University Exten- 
sion Manuals” edited by Professor Knight—do not 
want to be troubled with names and dates. If that 
is his idea, we believe him to be wrong, and hold 
that the new edition of Sir W. W. Hunter's 
“Brief History of the Indian Peoples” makes a 
better text-book for Extension classes than Sir 
Alfred Lyall’s essay. The latter is essentially a 
work which ought to be popular with the general 
reader. It is full of brilliant generalisations and 
masterly descriptions ; it makes no demands on the 
memory of the reader; it is always interesting 
and never educational. It contains much that should 
arouse attention and nothing to weary. It is full 
of hints and theories which suggest a wider know- 
ledge behind and demand a more thorough investi- 
gation than there is time to give in a brief review. 
To take one instance, Sir Alfred Lyall insists on the 
view that the British dominion in India was not 
the result of a succession of lucky chances, and 
overthrows Professor Seeley’s contention to that 
effect in his “ Expansion of England.” He argues 
that the men who built up the power of the Com- 
pany knew very well what they were about, and 
understood that the result of their actions would be 
the possession of an Indian Empire. He shows that 
India was ready for a foreign domination, and that 
what the English accomplished had been done with 
even smaller forces by Baber, another foreign in- 
vader. He has evidently been reading with care 
Mahan’s work on the “Influence of Sea Power in 
History,” and lays weight on England's preponder- 
ance in India being due to her preponderance at sea. 
Points like these, and his analysis of the causes of 
England's triumph in the struggle with the French 
in Southern India, are not new, but they are bril- 
liantly expounded, and will come as new to most 
general readers. Sir Alfred Lyall's book is essentially 
literature, and may be commended to those who have 
no time to be students, but who are intelligently 
interested in the history of their country’s greatness. 

May it be allowed, however, to express a doubt 
whether Sir Alfred Lyall would not have done better 
to issue his volume as an independent historical 
essay instead of as part of an educational series? 
He frightens off the very class of readers to whom 
his book would be most attractive, and, we fear, will 
not satisfy the students whom he wishes to reach ; 
and it is to be regretted that in his spelling he has 
not consistently followed the Hunterian system. 
The merits or demerits of that system are not in 
question, but it is a comfort to have a canon to 
which writers can conform. Hyderabad, for instance, 
is now more often written Haiderabad, and it seems 
a little out of date now to use the more antiquated 
form to which our fathers were accustomed. For a 
future edition we should also advise Sir Alfred 
Lyall to correct the slips of calling Napoleon 
Emperor of France when he was Emperor of the 
French (p. 240), and of spelling Gujrat Guzerat in 
the Table of Contents. As a brilliant essay this 
little volume is well worthy of the author's high 
reputation, and we hope and believe it will obtain 
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many readers who would not study a dry history, 
and who will obtain an admirable conception of the 
growth of the British Empire in India from its 


pages. 


AN ANTHROPOLOGIST ON A CLASSIC. 


Tue Artris or Catutivs. Translated, with Dissertations, 
by Grant Allen. London: David Nutt. 


Mr. GRANT ALLEN is fortunate in the materials of 
his book. The Attis of Catullus, the myth of 
Attis, tree-worship, and the galliambic metre, are 
subjects upon which it is hard to be wholly in the 
wrong or entirely dull, for they are equally delight- 
ful and debatable. The poet, the classical scholar, 
and the scientific anthropologist are here united in 
the person of Mr. Grant Allen, and he maintains his 
triplicity well. We need waste no words upon the 
incomparable poem of Catullus: its splendour and 
speed and passion. It is the finest expression of 
orgiastic fury and faith in all antiquity—a flawless 
and classical piece of writing, yet alive with all the 
fires of frenzy. Lucretius has grandly chaunted the 
Mighty Mother, turreted, processional,august, moving 
from city to city; she is the great Cybele of civility. 
Apuleius depicts the grovelling and sensual horde 
of her priests—filthy devotees, greedy impostors ; 
theirs is the degraded Cybele of vulgarity. But 
Catullus gives us the elemental passion of fierce 
asceticism in all its savage beauty and wild devotion. 
Anthropologists can find in it the very heart and 
soul of those primitive ecstasies which have filled 
religious rites, the whole earth over, with blood- 
shed and frantic madness. Not a word but tells. 
Some words are deliberately formed in a cunning 
way to produce effects of breathless rapidity and 
excitement. It cannot be translated; it is enough 
to say of Mr. Grant Allen’s version that no extant 
English version excels it, except the rendering, 
strangely unnoticed by Mr. Grant Allen, of Mr. 
Robinson Ellis. Among recent translations from the 
classics it certainly holds a high place, and it shares 
a certain vitality and intensity with Mr. Symonds’ 
recent version of Bion’s “ Lament for Adonis.” The 
magnificent original, indeed, has hardly received due 
praise or popularity among the general public of 
readers, to whom Catullus is little but a passionate 
singer of “lyric love.” 

But the paramount interest of this book lies in 
its two disquisitions upon the meaning of the 
Attis myth and upon the meaning of tree-worship. 
The poem is full of the liveliest interest for 
students of certain early beliefs and _ practices, 
those connected with tree-worship, the “spirit in 
the woods,” the divinities of vegetation. Mr. Grant 
Allen follows Mr. Frazer, that fascinating scholar, in 
his representation of Attis—differing only in a few 
points of interpretation. Both see in Attis, as in 
Adonis, a god of the fields, slain yearly ; slain in the 
person of a human victim in those savage times, but 
symbolised by an effigy afterwards. Mr. Frazer has 
set out this argument with admirable skill and learn- 
ing, and we have no choice left but to accept it; but 
before passing on to other matters, let us, as in 
parenthesis, make a suggestion. Virgil, in his second 
Georgic, has these familiar lines :— 

“Et te, Bacche, voeant per carmina laeta, tibique 
Oscilla ex alta suspendunt mollia pinu.” 

These “ oscilla,” or masks of the god, are commonly 
treated as half-charms, half-idols; is it possible that 
they symbolise the death of the Latin Dionysus, god 
of the vine, once slain himself? Virgil's interpreta- 
tion, that wherever the god, blown by the wind, 
*“ showed his honest face,” he brought fertility, reads 
like an ingenious late explanation of an ancient 
custom—the lightness of the images, swinging in the 
wind, was probably no part of their original design. 
The pine-tree also looks significant, as Mr. Grant 
Allen may allow, but we remit our suggestion to 
professed scholars and anthropologists. 

Mr. Grant Allen’s longest essay is of exceeding 
interest, and full of ingenious suggestions. It at- 





tempts to supplement and complete the theory of 
Mr. Frazer by correlating it with the theory of Mr. 
Spencer; and this by the interpolation of a third 
theory of his own. First, he says, comes ghost- 
worship of dead ancestors, who become gods and 
divine spirits; next, the worship of the sacred 
stones, their monuments, and of the sacred trees or 
crops, or vegetation of any kind, which spring from 
the soil of burial, fertilised, it may often be, by 
plenteous offerings and libations; then, the worship 
of the god or spirit, passed out of his first human 
ancestral position, and now a divinity of the woods 
or fields—embodied in a human victim first, later in 
a representative beast. Mr. Frazer, as Mr. Grant 
Allen observes, nowhere seems to accept the animism 
of Mr. Spencer—the derivation of primitive worship 
from the ancestral ghost. This, to Mr. Grant Allen, 
is a certain truth, and he dexterously brings Mr. 
Spencer and Mr. Frazer into line, by showing how 
from the place and circumstances and characteristics 
of sepulture may have sprung up the train of 
thought which led primitive theologians from the 
ancestral ghost to the spirit of vegetation: from the 
spirit of a dead man to the power embodied in tree, 
or stalk, or beast, or effigy. It is ingenious, but the 
difficulty lies, not in Mr. Grant Allen's ingenious 
reconciliation so much as in Mr. Spencer's or Dr. 
Tylor’s, animistic theories. Granted Mr. Spencer's 
theory, and granted Mr. Frazer's, they must be 
reconciled ; but are both theories to be granted? We 
confess that Mr. Frazer's position seems more war- 
ranted by the evidence than Mr. Spencer's. Dr. 
Martineau, in six weighty pages of his “Study 
of Religion,” brings to bear upon animism, in 
its accepted sense, most pregnant criticism, and 
his arguments are such as must appeal to many 
minds. He insists that self-consciousness, per- 
sonal identity, permanence of self, is the ulti- 
mate fact of all human conceptions about the 
soul—that “breath,” “shadow,” “image,” “ these 
ghostly terms, far from indicating the objective and 
perceptive origin of our idea of the soul, are a sign 
of exactly the reverse; they are selected precisely 
because they verge upon the very zero of objectivity, 
and mark the extreme but vain struggle of language 
to take the final step into the purely subjective. 
Instead of first turning other people into ghosts, 
and then appropriating one: to ourselves by way of 
imitation, we start, I apprehend, from the sense of 
personal continuity, and then predicate the same of 
others under the figures which keep most clear of 
the physical and perishable.” Certainly it is hard 
to realise how from the vague, vanishing impressions 
of dreams a primitive or savage mind could derive 
its conception of personal survival after death ; but 
that conception being aboriginal, however dimly and 
obscurely, such elusive, intangible impressions would 
appropriately symbolise the “soul,” so strongly felt 
but vaguely envisaged. 

*“ Man’s soul, and it's a fire, smoke—no, it’s not— 

It’s vapour done up like a new-born babe— 
In that shape when you die it leaves your mouth— 
It's—— Well, what matters talking? it’s the soul! ” — 


wrangled Browning's monks—much, we take it, 
to the same result as savage theologians. With- 
out defining it in set terms, “the soul” must 
have been apprehended in Aristotle’s phrase as 
the form or truth of the body; that which is, 
and makes me, and endures. This idea does not 
stand in the way of ghost-worship; it stands behind 
it. Polytheism may, probably did, spring from the 
worship of dead ancestors, but the impulse to 
worship is another matter. Now, in the fruits of 
the earth, and all green things, the principle of life 
through death, the second life, the decay and the 
spring, are patent facts; primitive man, like St. 
Paul, may have drawn his obvious analogy. Spirits, 
the souls of the crops and trees, are easily to be 
imagined : their failing strength, their actual death, 
and all the sacrificial rites that came of that concep- 
tion. In a word, we believe that behind all savage 
practices and beliefs of a religious character lies 








ee a 





192 THE SPEAKER. 


[February 18, 1893. 





implicit the consciousness of self, as a thing that is 
permanent: the recognition of an undying principle 
in one’s own nature, and so, by natural analogy, in 
all natural things. The world is full of souls, in 
sticks and stones and leaves and feathers: one’s own 
soul may be shut up in a box: one may have many 
souls: it is but emphasising the infinite reality of 
things, their accompanying element of spiritual life. 
You may worship the ghost of your king ; but while 
he lived, you worshipped him. In either case, you 
worship something “eternal and not yourself.” 
When spirits throng your dreams, you have a flying 
vision of its likeness. 


A SHOWMAN’S LIFE. 


Fiery Years oF A SHowman’s Lire. By Van Hare. 
London: Sampson Low. 

THERE are many sorts of “books which are not 
books "—and some of them do not by any means 
deserve reprobation. There are those multitudinous 
works of reference which nobody would ever think 
of reading for his pleasure, and which few, if any, 
could do without. And then there are those records 
of real life, with no pretensions to literary style 
or form, which are to books proper what the instan- 
taneous photograph is to the picture. They are the 
raw material of literature,and, when accepted frankly 
as such, often have a great charm of their own, 
independent of ulterior usefulness. Here, as else- 
where, a little knowledge is a dangerous thing. The 
sailor or explorer with absolutely no claims to any 
tincture of letters is eminently readable and often 
delightful: as in Dampier’s Voyages and many of the 
narratives in Hakluyt. (It must be owned, how- 
ever, that the honest tars who dictated the latter 
were not always capable of telling a plain story in 
a plain way. It is no easy task, for instance, to 
unravel the yarn spun by one Thomas Sanders, in 
the year 1584, concerning his captivity in Tripoli, 
and, personally, we own we have had to give it up 
in despair.) But, on the other hand, there is nothing 
in heaven or earth more repulsive than the book, so- 
called, of the half-educated traveller, with his peri- 
phrases, his flowers of rhetoric, and his aimless 
quotations. Of such we have known some, but name 
no names. 

Mr. Van Hare belongs rather to the former than 
the latter category. He tells his story in a straight- 
forward, business-like way; and those of us (and 
they are many) for whom “the road” and all that 
appertains to it—gipsies, tinkers, caravans, shows, 
circuses, and the like —have an irresistible fascination, 
will thank him. Of special interest will be the 
account of his adventures in Spain, where he made 
his headquarters at Cadiz, and did very good business 
among the pleasure-loving Andalusians. He also 
made a provincial tour accompanied by a number of 
young Spanish gentlemen who were wild to display 
their accomplishments as amateur gymnasts, and 
regarded the whole thing in the light of a frolic. It 
is hardly the sort of amusement one would expect 
the sons of the hidalgos to delight in, but they seem 
to have liked it amazingly, and to have behaved like 
good fellows to Mr. Van Hare, to whom the trip was 
less of an amusement and more of an anxiety. He 
also made an adventurous journey to the West 
Coast of Africa, in order to catch gorillas, in the 
course of which he made acquaintance with our old 
friend King Quenqueza, for whqm see Du Chaillu 
and Winwood Reade. Moreover, he went up to the 
Fan country, and interviewed the cannibal king 
thereof. The most important result of this journey 
was the gorilla afterwards known as Hassan, of 
whose long and difficult training as a performing ape 
we have a full account. By-the-bye, we should like 
to know for certain what became of Hassan. We 
are left to suppose that he was one of the animals 
which died at Hamburg during their proprietor’s 
absence (p. 398). Altogether the book is interesting 
reading, and a great deal of out-of-the-way informa- 
tion may be gathered from it. It impresses one like 





the conversation of a shrewd but unbookish man— 
say, a sailor or gamekeeper—who has read little 
and seen much: than which there is nothing more 
attractive. Mr. Irving Montagu’s illustrations are 
scarcely an addition to the volume—but perhaps 
the method of reproduction is to blame. 


FICTION. 


THE CHILDREN OF THE KinG: A TALE oF SOUTHERN 
Iraty. By F. Marion Crawford. Two vols. London: 
Maemillan & Co. 

Lov. By Baron von Roberts. Translated from the German by 
Jessie Haynes. London: Heinemann. 

Mrs. Grunpy at Home. By Charles T. C. James, author of 
“Holy Wedlock.” London: Ward & Downey. 

TIME AND THE Woman. A Novel. By Richard Pryce, 
author of “Miss Maxwell’s Affections,” ete. Two vols. 
London: Methuen & Co. 

THe Devit’s Diamonp. By Richard Marsh. London: 
Henry & Co. 

Mr. CRAWFORD's latest story is little more than a 
sketch, but it is instinct with his peculiar qualities, 
and full of those details of modern Italian life which 
he has mastered so thoroughly. Ruggiero the boat- 
man, who, with his brother Bastianello, has led from 
infancy so hard a life, is brought in contact with 
a lovely girl, whose mother, a newly ennobled 
Marchesa, is desirous of marrying her to Ruggiero’s 
employer, the Conte San Miniato. The latter is an 
impoverished profligate of ancient birth, who hopes 
by a marriage with Donna Beatrice to replenish his 
fortunes at the cost of a young girl's happiness. 
Now Ruggiero the boatman, who all through his life 
has been distinguished by his indifference to female 
charms, suddenly falls a victim to those of Donna 
Beatrice. The hopelessness of his passion is of course 
apparent even to himself. He can never hope to 
marry the high-born lady, nor even to inspire her 
with love like his own, but he can worship her, and 
perhaps, in some happy moment, serve her. There is 
no need to say that such a situation as we have here 
is one in dealing with which Mr. Crawford is 
peculiarly happy. The delicate touches by which 
the awakening of Donna Beatrice to the passionate 
devotion of her humble admirer is indicated are 
admirable ; nor is the way in which the limitations 
of her own feelings with regard to Ruggiero are 
made known to us less praiseworthy. She has 
promised to marry a man whom she does not love, 
chiefly because she herself does not know what love 
is. When the revelation of Ruggiero’s passion 
awakens her to some knowledge of the truth, though 
she is not drawn to the boatman by any responding 
ardour, she can distinguish between the reality of 
his devotion and the mock homage of the man to 
whom she is betrothed. As the days pass and that 
appointed for her marriage draws near, life becomes 
very dark for her, and even those around her can 
see that she is struggling against her fate, shrinking 
from the prospect of union with a man whom she is 
rapidly learning to despise. Ruggiero sees this more 
clearly than anybody else, and resolves to save the 
woman he loves from the fate she dreads. He keeps 
his word, but in what manner it would not be fair 
to Mr. Crawford to reveal. 

“Lou” is a notable addition to Mr. Heinemann’s 
International Library. Baron von Roberts is not 
yet known to the English reader, and he could 
hardly have a better introduction than that which 
is furnished by this excellent translation of his 
most touching and beautiful story. In sentiment, 
delicacy of manipulation, and grace of style the 
author belongs rather to the French than the 
German school of fiction. “Lou” is, after all, but 
a dainty trifle, though a trifle constructed with con- 
summate art. A Nubian slave sold by his tyrannical 
captor to a French gentleman, who forthwith instals 
him as his favourite servant in his residence in Paris 
—this is Lou; and the story merely tells us of his 
love for Zeppa, his master’s dog, and for Lili the 
small Parisienne who first tries to teach him to speak 
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French. His is a simple soul, better fitted for the 
dim half-lights of Nubia than for the glare of the 
Boulevards; but though his outlook is only misty 
and vague, love and loyalty are in his heart, and a 
capacity for suffering which lifts him to a higher 
level than that of the negro slave. His fidelity to 
Zeppa, the great dog, is the main theme of the book ; 
but the tragedy of the tale comes into it with the 
woman who is its faulty heroine, and who, after 
rescuing Lou from the depths of despair, finishes her 
task by breaking his heart. A tender little book, 
pure in sentiment as in style, “ Lou” ought to have 
a warm welcome from the British public. 

In “Mrs. Grundy at Home” Mr. James gives that 
good lady no quarter; nor ought he to do so if she is 
all that he paints her as being. Certainly no more 
Odious picture of provincial society has ever been 
painted than that of Drizzlington-in-the-Marshes. 
It is a society composed exclusively of women of 
a certain age and uncertain temper, each one of 
whom seems to be more odious and despicable than 
her neighbours. Of course there are men in the 
story, but with one exception they are merely 
colourless and valueless appendages to the women. 
Into this company of back-biting, scandal-loving, 
narrow-minded, malicious, and utterly contemptible 
females, an unfortunate orphan, who has just left 
school, is suddenly plunged. From the first the 
ladies of Drizzlington do their best to make her life 
miserable, but it was not until she had committed the 
sin of walking in the twilight with a married man 
that she felt the full extent of Mrs. Grundy’s power. 
There are rude and, we may hope, impossible scenes 
of almost violent cruelty in which the young girl is 
the victim; there is an innocent elopement and a 
terrible scandal, and, happily, there is a peaceful 
ending to the tale. Mr. James writes with a 
purpose, and he smites Mrs. Grundy with tremendous 
zest. That lady doubtless deserves all she gets, 
but the misfortune is that if Mr. James’s book should 
by any chance fall into her hands, she will never 
recognise her own likeness in the portrait he draws. 

After all, there are worse people in the world 
than Mrs. Grundy, as, for example, the heroine of 
“Time and the Woman.” Mrs. Ruthven, the lady 
in question, has long since been given up by Mrs. 
Grundy. A typical grass-widow, selfish and un- 
principled, she has come to England bent upon 
having a good time in the absence of the husband 
she has long ago learned to detest. Rich, good- 
looking, and eminently attractive, she is in a fair 
way to the attainment of her object, and has already 
surrounded herself by a crowd of idle young men 
who find the sunshine only in her smiles. But there 
is a fly in the ointment, in the shape of the daughter 
almost grown up who has been waiting in England 
through many weary years for the dim and visionary 
mother in India. Mrs. Ruthven is one of those 
married ladies to whom “ girls” are an abomination ; 
and the fact that this particular girl is her own 
daughter by no means diminishes her aversion to 
the species. Poor Araby has a rude awakening 
to the real character of the mother she had wor- 
shipped so long at a distance. Matters become 
worse when Mrs. Ruthven discovers that the most 
eligible of her own young men is on the point of 
falling in love with her daughter. It does not move 
her at all that Araby has manifestly given her 
heart all unasked to the gentleman in question. 
Henceforward her mission in life is to get Araby 
out of her way, so that she may no longer spoil her 
game; from this point Mr. Pryce's story is hardly 
pleasant reading. The innocent girl is no match for 
the heartless woman-of-the-world, and though love 
may be strong as death there is one force that is 
stronger still—the force of circumstances. Mr. Pryce, 


with great skill and subtlety, shows us how circum- 
stances, when manipulated by a cruel and unscru- 
pulous woman, may be made more terrible than fate 
itself. There is no trace of Mrs. Grundy in “ Time 
and the Woman,” nor any taint of provincialism. 
On the contrary, we breathe in it the free air of 





the end of the century, and move through scenes of 
latter-day smart life. But, upon the whole, we 
think that even the atmosphere of Drizzlington-in- 
the-Marshes is to be preferred to that of Mayfair 
as we find it in “ Time and the Woman.” 

“The Devil's Diamond” is a wonderful gem, of 
fabulous value, which has the faculty of bringing 
misfortunes of every kind upon the man who happens 
to own it, and which, unfortunately for its possessor, 
cannot be parted with except as a free gift. Mr. 
Samuel Hookham receives the diamond as a legacy 
from his brother, with whom he had once quarrelled. 
Samuel is rich—very—but, like some other rich men, 
the more his wealth increases the more he loves it. 
“ Knowing your character as Ido,” writes his brother 
in the letter in which he conveys the undesirable 
diamond to him, “I am aware that you will never 
be able to give away a stone of the value of £20,000.” 
Mr. Marsh simply tells us the story of the diamond 
for the few days during which it is in the possession 
of Samuel Hookham. A marvellous story it is. The 
author draws freely upon the supernatural, and puts 
the stone, and those who are brought in contact 
with it, through a series of adventures which it 
would puzzle the Psychical Society and Mr. Stead 
to explain. Perhaps if Mr. Marsh had possessed a 
keener sense of humour, he might have produced a 
more convincing volume. As it is, the reader must 
have a strong faith in the supernatural and the 
impossible before he can read the narrative with 
ordinary comfort. Nevertheless, it certainly has 
merits of its own. Nothing, for example, could be 
more thrilling than the account of the adventures of 
the diamond when one ill-fated afternoon it was 
exhibited in the Sphinx’s Cave, a place of entertain- 
ment where conjuring performances were given in 
Piccadilly. 

Here the diamond freely confirms its evil reputa- 
tion by injuring all the persons who attempt to lay 
hands upon it, and by finally killing one audacious 
individual who manifests a desire to become its 
purchaser. It is in keeping with the feast of un- 
reason to which Mr. Marsh invites us that the gentle- 
man who is thus slain one day is brought to life the 
next. For those who can relish a tale which is not 
so much extravagant as impossible, “ The Devil’s Dia- 
mond” will certainly have charms; but, despite the 
skill with which it is written and the cleverness of 
many of the episodes, it can hardly be recommended 
to the intelligent reader who requires either humour 
or some attention to natural laws in his fiction. 


THE HOURS OF LABOUR. 
A Suorter Worxrne Day. By R. A. Hadfield, of Hadfield’s Steel 
Foundry Company, Sheffield; and H. de B. Gibbins, M.A., Oxford 
University Prizeman in Political Economy. London: Methuen & Co. 


Tuts little book contains much statistical and other informa- 
tion concerning the Eight Hours Question—not too much, 
however, for the patience of the general reader—and it is 
brought well up to date. It is written by an “economic 
student”? and a ‘* man of business,” but the student be- 
longs to the new school, and relies more on such data 
as the working of the Factory Acts and current wages and 
prices in Australia than he does on the abstract arguments 
of old-fashioned economists. Just enough is said about the 
wages fund and the true theory of wages to enable 
the reader who has been misguided at school to take an in- 
telligent view of the ratio which is found to exist between 
wages and output. All the evidence brought forward—whether 
gathered from Government returns, Mr. Sidney Webb's book, 
Dr. Bauer's “ Arbeiterfragen in Australasien,” or the pages of 
the Economic Journa!—is in favour of a reduetion of hours, for 
it shows that it has not hitherto been attended by any loss either 
to the workmen themselves or to the general body of consumers. 
Perhaps Mr. Gibbins attaches too much weight to the prosperous 
condition of industry in Australia. Even conceding that the 
success of the eight hours day in that country is due to the 
superior intelligence and physique of the workman, it may well 
be doubted whether this is not mainly owing to the influeace of 
climatic and other surroundings.” It might take gene:a'ions to 
raise the standard of work in England to the same level. The 
results attending a decrease of hours in the mining industry at 
home, in which an eight hours day already practically exists, 
are far more instructive. Mr. Hadfield also furnishes 
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valuable testimony in connection with the engineering, ship- 
building, and other trades. It is based partly on his own 
experience, and partly on the answers he has received from 
employers who have had the courage to try the experiment. He 
lays special stress on the advantages gained by abolishing the 
breakfast interval, and beginning work at a later hour. It is true 
that in the instances quoted the shorter day is a recent introdue- 
tion, but the results so far are most encouraging. One plank in 
the Socialist platform is shown to be utterly rotten : namely, the 
demand for an eight hours’ day in the interest of the unemployed. 
The result of increasing the efficiency of the workman is to thrust 
down the incompetent artisan into the already overstocked ranks 
of unskilled labour. The authors do not, of course, propose the 
immediate enactment of a universal eight hours’ day. It must 
be established first of all in those trades in which there is a 
general feeling in its favour. And the only means by which 
labourers can secure effective legislation are by making use of 
their power at the polls to form a genuine Labour Party and by 
developing the resources of trades-unionism. 





FIRST IMPRESSIONS.* 

Wuew Dr. R. W. Dale, of Birmingham, was begiuning his 
ministry at Carrs Lane Chapel in that town, the late Professor 
Henry Rogers was training students for the ministry in the 
neighbouring college at Spring Hill. The two men were thus 
brought a good deal into contact, and the younger, in the frank 
intercourse of friendly walks and visits, found himself admitted 
on equal terms to close intimacy with his former tutor. This 
circumstance lends special interest to the biographical sketch of 
Henry Rogers which Dr. Dale has just written for the new 
edition—the eighth, by the way—of ** The Super-Human Origin 
of the Bible.” It is not too much to say that Henry Rogers 
was one of the most remarkable men which English Non- 
conformity has produced in the present century, and if he had 
written nothing but “‘ The Eclipse of Faith” his reputation as 
a thinker and writer on the highest of all themes would have 
passed unchallenged. The book appeared in the spring of 1852 
and ran rapidly through many editions, and it won the praises 
of men as far apart as Archbishop Whately and Lord Macaulay, 
Sir James Stephen and the Rev. Thomas Binney. The ground 
of controversy has shifted since then, but “The EKelipse of 
Faith” still merits, to some extent, the praise which was given it 
when it appeared by the Quarterly Review, for it remains a per- 
manent addition to the “ philosophical literature of England and 
to the defensive armoury of Christendom.” The book before us 
was published in 1874 as the first of a series of lectures projected 
by the Congregational Union of England and Wales on some- 
what similar lines to the Bampton at Oxford. The aim of 
the volume is to show that the Bible is “not such a book 
as man would have made if he could, or could have made if 
he would.” Dr. Dale says, with justice, that there are pas- 
sages in “The Super-Human Origin of the Bible” which, 
for grace, vigour, and ease, are scareely surpassed in any of its 
author's earlier writings. Henry Rogers was for twenty-seven 
years a contributor to the Edinburgh Review, and in its pages 
some of his best literary work appeared. He was a master of 
reasoning, and he taught the students, who delighted to gather 
around him, first at University College, London, then at Spring 
Hill College, Birmingham, and finally at Laneashire College, 
Manchester, to think clearly and fearlessly. He was a man of 
broad culture, lively wit, and generous sympathies, and his 
logical acumen was as conspicuous as his moral insight. Dr. 
Dale declares that the home of the intellect and heart of Henry 
Rogers was with Butler, Pascal, Burke, Plato, and Leibnitz, 
and he thinks that their intellectual ascendency over him was in 

the order in which he has placed their names. 
Encouraged by the success of his previous book on “ Essex,” 
Mr. Barrett has just brought out a second series of descriptive 
pers on what he himself is pleased to term the “ highways, 
yyways, and waterways” of that historic, though scarcely 
picturesque county. He has already portrayed with pen and 
vencil the boroughs and small towns of the district, and accord- 
ingly he now plays the showman to the villages and manor- 
hou-es, and as we ramble in imagination by his side, we pick up 





* Tue Super-Human Oricin or tHe Brete INFERRED FROM ITSELF. 
By Henry Rogers, with a Memoir by R. W’ Dale, LL.D. Portrait. 
Eighth Edition. London: Hodder & Stoughton. Crown 8vo. (5s.) 

Essex Hiouways, Byways, aND Waterways. Written and Illustrated 
by C. R. B. Barrett. Second Series. London: Lawrence & Bullen. 
Small 4to. 

Tuin3s New anp Otp; or, Storres rrom Enouisn History. By 
H. O. Arnold-Forster, Author of ‘‘ The Citizen Reader,”’ etc, 
Standard I. and II. Illustrated. London, Paris, and Melbourne: 
Cassell & Co. Crown 8vo, (2s. 6d.) 

BeTreRMENT; BEING THE Law or Spectat ASSESSMENT FoR BRNEFIT? 
tn America. By Arthur A. Baumann, B.A. London: Edward 
Arnold. Crown 8vo. 

Sotprers at SEA; BEING aN Account oF THE Everypay LIFE AND 
EXPebIENces OF a BatTaLion oF So.prers ORDERED ABROAD. 
By Louis Killeen. London: Ward & Downey. Crown 8vo. (2s.) 

Sr. Grorck and THE Dracon. By S. A. Matson, Illustrated. Second 
Edition, London: ‘fT. Fisher Unwin. Crown 8vo. (6s.) 





a good deal of quaint and often curious local information about 
places like Newport, with its ancient hospital for lepers; 
Brightlingsea, with its handsome church, and its memories of 
Thomas Cromwell; Faulkbourne Hall, a Tudor building of rare 
beauty, and perhaps the most picturesque house in Essex; 
Ingatestone Hall, a veritable house of many gables, with a 
celebrated lime avenue, which is described in “ Lady Audley’s 
Secret.” The book, like its predecessor, abounds in historical 
allusions and genial gossip, and Mr. Barrett once more, in the 
clever illustrations which are scattered through its pages, shows 
his keen appreciation of beauty in scenery and architecture. 

History is now taught as an optional class subject in all 
standards in the Board schools, and the Education Department 
has determined that one of the three books used for reading in 
the higher grades shall be devoted exclusively to English history. 
The requirements of the new code in this direction have just 
been to some degree met by two admirable historical manuals, 
which Mr. H. O. Arnold-Forster, M.P., has compiled. “ Things 
New and Old” is the title of this new series of school readers, 
and the volumes before us—which are adapted to the needs of 
the first two standards—consist of stories from English history 
of a picturesque and impressive kind, and, therefore, of a kind 
likely to make a direct appeal to the imagination of young 
children, The aim of the present series is to fulfil the exact 
requirements of the new code, and at the same time to enlist the 
sympathies of even the youngest scholars in such historical 
events as fairly lie within the compass of their understanding. 
Familiar words and, as far as possible, familiar ideas have been 
brought into play in this attempt, and no pupil with the least 
spark of intelligence can fail to grasp the significance of such 
a clear and graduated exposition of things old and new. 
Seattered through both volumes are many full-page and text 
illustrations, and this circumstance, it is searcely necessary to 
add, greatly heightens the attractive character of such primary 
aids to knowledge. 

The relation of “ Betterment ” to the general system of taxa- 
tion is diseussed in a vigorous, if somewhat one-sided manner, in 
Mr. Arthur Baumann’s little volume. He examines at some length 
the practical working of this law of special assessment for benefits 
done to private property by public improvements, and he pro- 
tests with some show of reason against the notion that the prin- 
ciple has been borrowed by the United States from English law. 
It is, of course, impossible here to compress within two or three 
lines a closely reasoned argument, the statement of which 
extends to more than a hundred pages. Mr. Baumann beats the 
big drum in defence of the rights of private property, but we 
venture to think that his fears in that respect are quite ground- 
less, and if the worst comes to the worst, have we not his own 
assurance, “ Property has its horns and will fight for its life” ? 
Meanwhile the principles of equity, fortunately for the nation at 
large, are not falling into disrepute, and this circumstance 


| perhaps accounts for the fact that property will not be allowed 


in coming days to shirk its duty. It is nonsense, however, to 
suppose that the London County Council or any other public 
body will be able, even if so minded, to override the just claims 
of property, but in the last extremity, having bellowed to its 
heart’s content, it “ has its horns,” and may be trusted—since 
the law of self-preservation is always seen at its best in the 
ranks of privilege—to “ fight for its life.” There are owners of 
property, however, even in London, who look at this difficult 
problem from another and a broader point of view, and we pre- 
sume such public spirited citizens are meant in an allusion in 
these pages to owners of property, who “ apparently love their 
peace better than their property.” Mr. Baumann seems to 
recommend the public to form itself into a vigilance committee, 
in order to “ watch closely the characters and ultimate aims of 
the men who dominate the London County Council.” Other- 
wise, and Mr. Baumann is least impressive when he is most 
SS “ London may come to play as sinister a part in the 
nistory of England as Paris has played in that of France ; or its 
role may be merely scandalous, like that of the municipality of 
New York.” In spite of such gloomy prognostications, Mr. 
Baumann’s little book is opportune, for it is always well to hear 
what can be said against a forward movement in any sphere of 
public life, as well as a relief to find, as in the present instance, 
that what is said does not amount to mach. 

A lively account of the every-day life of “soldiers at sea” 
during the passage to India on board one of Her Majesty's 
— has just appeared. The book is written in a manly, 
straightforward fashion by one who has roughed it in the ranks. 
The author’s regiment was first ordered to Malta, and after 
brief sojourn there proceeded to the East. We do not question 
that the record is as veracious as it is vivacious, for the stamp 
of reality is on these pages, and the humour which makes them, 
though never obtrnded, is unmistakable. Men accustomed 
even to reasonably good living, are not likely to find a soldier's 
mess on board ship an agreeable experience; bat it is some 
consolation to learn, on the authority of the writer of this 
book, that for the majority of men who enlist, the “living” is 
infinitely better than that to which they were accustomed before 
they took the Queen’s shilling. Tommy Atkins, we are reminded, 
is generally on good terms with Jack ‘Tar on shore; but it seems 
that he is disposed to resent the blue-jacket’s patronising airs at 
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sea, though friction of this kind, it is pleasant to think, almost 
invariably disappears amidst the familiarity inseparable from 
close quarters and the enforeed leisure of a long voyage. 

Miss Matson’s fanciful book, “ St. George ¢ and the Dragon,” 
has won the honours of a second edition, and the opportunity 
has been seized to widen its seope. The old legend still lingers 
in Cornwall, and along its rocky, picturesque coast the haunts 
of the dragon are pointed out to the stranger, whilst the prowess 
of the national hero—a worthy defender of beauty in distress— 
is emblazoned here and there on the windows of ancient churches. 
Miss Matson has much to say not only about the growth and 
development of the legend of * St. George for Merrie England,” 
but also concerning the wild beauty of the scenery of Cornwall. 
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Parliament and the moneyed classes generally THe SPEAKER 


has no equa’. 


. * @ yt . ° . ° 
Spaces in, the issues during the meeting of Parliament 


are now being booked. Advertisers should make early appli- 
cation to 


E. ALFORD WALLACE, 


115, FLEET STREET, LONDON 





This Day is Published, 8vo, cloth, 492 pp., 
Map, £1 1s. 


SPAIN. Records of Sport with Rifle 


Rod, and Gun, Natural History, and Exploration. By ABEL CHad 
MAN, F.Z.S., Author of ‘‘ Bird-Life of the Borders,” and WALTER J. Buc) 
C.M.Z.S., of Jersey. 
A limited number of copies on large paper, royal Svo, at two guineas. 


GURNEY & JACKSON, 1, Paternoster Row (successors to Mr. Van Voorsi 


OME RULE (IRELAND). | 
Official copy of the Right Hon, W. E. Gladstone's Bill for the Government 


with 174 Illustrations and 





Ireland, 1893, 3%d. ; by post, sd. 
Eyre and Srorriswoope, East Harding Street, London, E.C. 
OME RULE (IRELAND). 


The Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone's Speech upon the introduction of the B 
(corrected by himself) will be contained in the Authorised Edition of the Parliamentay 
Debates, to be published about the 23rd inst., price 1s. 


Eyre and Srorriswoope, East Harding Street, London, E.C. 


€durational. 
piss WILLS, formerly Head-Mistress of the Norwich] 


High-School, and MADAME DE WORMS, have a comfortable EDUCA. 
TIONAL HOME for GIRLS. Studio, tennis-court, grounds of five acres. Special 
preparation for University Examinations. Thorough conversational French and 
German.—CHAMP FLEURI, LAUSANNE. 


ROSSALIKVX SCHOOL. 
ENTRANCE SCHOLARSHIPS. 


Y an EXAMINATION held simultaneously at Rossall and at 
Oxford on April sth, 6th, and 7th, about THIRTEEN SCHOLAR 
SHIPS will be AWARDED, varying from 60 guineas to £10: open 
to boys under 15 (seniors), or under 14 (juniors), on LADY DAY, 1893. 
For further eee apply HEAD MAsTER, Rossall, Fleetwood, 











PUBLIC SCHOOL MIDDLE-CLASS EDUCATION. 
NONCONFORMIST GRAMMAR SCHOOL 


BISHOPS STORTFORD. 
Rev. R. ALLIOTT, M.A. ° : : - Head Master. 


MILL HILL ‘SCHOOL, LONDON, 


Founded 1807. Inclusive Fees. 
FOR Prospectus, &c., apply to the Head Master, J. D. McCiure, M.A., LL.M. 


to the Boarding House Master ; or to the Secretary. 
Term — ae 12. 





ACADEMY— HANOVER. 


GENERAL OR SPECIAL EDUCATION. 
OPENING OF SECOND HOUSE under COL. NIESER creates several 
Vacancies. Successes, July—October, 1892 :—Sandhurst, Rawson (just 17), 84th 


Cambridge, ‘‘ Little Go,” Lobb (:st in German).—Mr. Percy Reep, M.A. 
Barrister-at-Law, at 36, Lexham Gardens, S.W. 


HE COLONIAL COLLEGE AN 
TRAINING FARMS, LIMITED. 
HOLLESLEY BAY, SUFFOLK. 


For the Training of those destined for Colonial Life, &c. 








The College owns and farms, for the instruction of its Students, 
fine Seaside Estate of 1,800 acres. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 


Forthcoming Examination, 


15th March. 


s on application to the Resident Director. 


ENGINEER STUDENTS IN THE NAVY (14-17), 
The date specified is the latest at which applications can | 
received. They must be made on forms to be obtained, with particulars 
from the SECRETARY, CIVIL SErvICE ComMission, Lonpon, S.W 








OYAL ACADEMY OF ARTS.—Notice to Artists. T 

DAYS for RECEIVING PAINTINGS, Drawings, &c. are Friday, Satur 

and Monday, March 24th, 25th, and 27th ; and for Sculpture Tuesday, March 2 

Form: and |.beis can be obtamed from the Academy during the month of Marc} 
receipt of stamped directed erential 





past and THREE ‘UPPER FLOORS (each 0 

500 feet area) of a WAREHOUSE in the 0 
BAILEY to be LET. Suitable for any light manufac 
turing business. For terms and order to view, apply: 
The Registrar, Cassell & Company, Limited, La Bell 
Sauvage, London, E.C. 





tek a 


